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Administration of Gerald R. Ford 
PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 


Week Ending Friday, April 30, 1976 





Big Brothers of America 


The President’s Remarks Upon Receiving an Award 
From the Organization in the Rose Garden. 
April 22, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Mr, Schwarz. Let me thank 
you very much for giving me the privilege and opportu- 
nity of serving as the honorary chairman of the Big Broth- 
ers program. I have known about the Big Brothers pro- 
gram for a number of years. It started, as I understand it, 
back in 1903, and it has had a superb record over the 
years in giving recognition to big brothers who help little 
brothers. 

With that comment, I want to congratulate Herb Bu- 
chanan for being the Big Brother of the Year, and I also 
want to express to Rick Proctor here my appreciation for 
the wonderful job he has done in being the Little Brother 
of the Year. My very best to you. 

As we look around this country and see the tremendous 
job that is being done by the Big Brothers organization— 
men who have taken the responsibility of fatherless boys 
and given them an opportunity and a blessing that only 
can come from a father—I think people like Herb Bu- 
chanan here and others deserve a great deal of credit. 

I know that Rick understands how meaningful it has 
been to him and to literally thousands of others to have 
an opportunity for the guidance and the help and assist- 
ance of somebody like Herb Buchanan. 

There is no question, Rick, that as you grow older and 
assume your position and responsibilities in our life in this 
country, you can look back on this experience with Herb 
and Mrs. Buchanan, who I suspect has had some impact, 
that you will be a much finer citizen than you would have 


been if you had not had exposure to the Big Brothers. So, 
good luck to you. 
Herb, thank you for doing a fine job. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 12:34 p.m. in the Rose Garden at the 
White House, where he received a belt buckle from Maurice 
Schwarz, president of the Big Brothers of America. 

The White House press release containing the transcript of the 
President’s remarks was not available in time for inclusion in last 
week’s issue. 


Indianapolis, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 


Weir-Cook Field. April 22, 1976 


Tue PreswentT. Thank you very much, Bill. Of course, 
I have been in Indianapolis on a number of occasions and 
it is great to be back. I am especially grateful for the op- 
portunity to be here and to get this key from you as the 
Mayor of Indianapolis. I thank you very much. Of course, 
it is a great privilege to be here with the Governor, who 
is an old and very dear friend of mine. It is just nice to be 
in Indiana. 

We had a great experience a couple days ago. We had 
some of Indiana’s outstanding heroes when we had the 
Indiana basketball team down at the White House. They 
certainly are nice young men, and they had a great record. 

With that, I will be glad to answer any questions. 


Q. Mr. President, would you tell us, sir, give us a sum- 
mary of the condition of your campaign finances and why, 
in your judgment, we are unable to continue with the 
Federal dollars for the Presidential campaign? 

Tue Preswent. Well, let me answer the last question 
first. The reason there is no continuation of the law that 
was passed in 1974, which would give to candidates for the 
Presidency in both parties Federal financing, in part is be- 
cause the Congress, since January 30, has done nothing to 
amend the unconstitutional provisions in the law that the 
Supreme Court on January 30 said had to be corrected. 
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On January 30 of this year, the Supreme Court said 
certain provisions were unconstitutional. It is almost 3 
months now and the Congress has not yet sent to my desk 
for my signature a bill that would correct these deficiencies. 

So the blame for this problem is solely on the shoul- 
ders of the United States Congress. They have been on 
two vacations, they have not done a thing in passing a 
final version, and once the Congress moves then we can 
make a decision. 

Q. Would you respond to Congressman Udall’s com- 
plaint that your finances are in good shape so you are not 
going to be hurt by this delay, but that his financial condi- 
tion is not so good and neither is Ronald Reagan’s so that 
they are harmed by the delay? 

Tue Present. Well, of course, the blame for this 
whole problem goes right to the United States Congress. 
As I said a moment ago, Congress has had almost 3 
months to correct a very simple deficiency in the law as 
determined by the Supreme Court. Three days after the 
Court acted, on January 30, I said to the leaders of the 
Congress, both Democrat and Republican, pass a simple 
amendment and the whole matter will be taken care of. 

It is now almost 90 days and Congress has not yet 
acted to send a bill to correct the problem. So when Mr. 
Udall or Mr. Reagan or Senator Jackson or any of the 
others complain, they ought to get hold of the Congress. 
They have not completed any action. That would have 
taken about maybe a page and a half of very simple 
corrections to straighten out the mess, and they have 
wasted 90 days, and they have still not done a thing to 
correct it. 

Q. Mr. President, how important is the Indiana pri- 
mary to you, especially in light of the statement by Rogers 
Morton that you may be in trouble in Alabama and 
Georgia the same day and that Texas, 3 days earlier, 
is a toss-up? 

Tue Presment. Indiana is a very important State. 
I have a great affection for Indiana. Michigan and In- 
diana have gotten along together for a good many years. 
I have a special personal reason for wanting the sup- 
port of the people of Indiana. I know many people here, 
I always enjoyed being here. And, aside from the politi- 
cal side, I would certainly like to get a successful cam- 
paign here in Indiana so that we could have the dele- 
gates when we go to Kansas City. 

Q. The first question that we asked was, how much 
money do you have? 

Tue PreswenT. Well, our campaign for the moment 
is in the black, but we have done that by, I think, spend- 
ing our money that has been contributed in a very re- 
sponsible way. We have not wasted the President Ford 
Committee money and, as a result, we are in the black. 
We don’t owe anybody; we are operating in the black 
instead of the red. I kind of like to operate a balanced 
budget, whether it is in the Federal Government or 


whether it is in the President Ford Committee. So, we 
have been husbanding our funds. 

Some of these other candidates have apparently either 
wasted their money or have not planned it properly so 
they are in some trouble. But the President Ford Com- 
mittee, because we spent it wisely, we have handled it 
well, we are in the black. 

Q. Would you tell us what is the effect on the chances 
for an arms limitation agreement, the effect of the de- 
bate between you and Ronald Reagan over whether this 
country is first militarily? 

Tue Present. Well, I would not let any partisan 
or nonpartisan political charges interfere with responsible 
negotiations involving an attempt to lower the nuclear 
capability of the two superpowers. If we don’t negotiate 
a responsible nuclear limitation on both parties, we could 
have a runaway nuclear holocaust that would be disas- 
trous from the point of view of the entire globe. 

So, I am going to approach the problem in the future 
as I have in the past, regardless of the political campaign, 
to try to lower the number of ballistic missiles, of nuclear 
potential, and this will be done regardless of any party 
or partisan politics. 

Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 

THE Preswent. Okay. Nice to see you all. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 6:25 p.m. after having received the 
Key to the City from Indianapolis Mayor William Hudnut. 


Indianapolis, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at a Public Forum at Butler University. 
April 22, 1976 


Tue Preswent. Thank you very, very much, Gov- 
ernor Bowen, Congressman Bud Hillis, Congressman John 


_ Myers, Mayor Bill Hudnut, President Jones, Jack Guest, 


students, faculty, and guests of Butler University: 


Before getting into a very short text, I am glad that 
Governor Bowen mentioned my alma mater. Michigan 
had an unblemished record. We are the only team in the 
country that lost three times to Indiana. [Laughter] 


Well it is a very high honor and a very great privilege 
for me to participate in the Butler University Student As- 
sembly Lecture Series here this evening, and I thank you 
for the opportunity, and I am deeply grateful for this won- 
derful crowd. 

I admire Butler University for many, many things but 
I must say that one of your accomplishments is particular- 
ly impressive—that is, the ability of this university to 
balance its budget in each of its last 20 years. I don't 
know how many times President Jones had to use his veto 
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to keep the budget in balance, but whatever he is doing 
it sure seems to work, and I congratulate you. 

As some of you know, I vetoed a few bills in my time— 
48 to be exact in a 20-month period, and 39 of those 
yetoes have been sustained by the Congress, saving the 
American taxpayer $13 billion and let me say that if the 
Congress in the future sends down the same kind of irre- 
sponsible legislation, we will veto them again and again 
and again. 

But, President Jones, I won’t be satisfied until we match 
your record and balance the Federal budget. With your 
support and a little help from the Congress, I fully intend 
to balance that Federal budget within 3 years and give 
the American taxpayers another long overdue tax 
reduction. 

I can also report to you that the worst economic reces- 
sion America has suffered in 40 years has been replaced by 
a strong and stable economy. Today, in our economy, 
everything that is supposed to be going up is going up 
and everything that is supposed to be going down is going 
down. And let me cite you a few specifics: Today, more 
Americans are gainfully employed than ever before in the 
history of the United States—86,700,000 Americans were 
working in March of 1976 and that is over 2,600,000 than 
were working in America a year ago. And that is a lot of 
progress. 

At the same time, unemployment is coming down from 
a high of nearly 9 percent last May to 71/4 percent today. 
That is still not good enough but that is real progress. 
And the trend is in the right direction and we are going to 
keep it there, and we are going to do better and better in 
the months ahead. 

Real earnings for the American workers are up dra- 
matically over what they were a year ago. Total retail sales 
are up more than 17 percent from last year; auto sales are 
up 43 percent; furniture and appliance sales are up more 
than 17 percent; food sales are up more than 9 percent; 
and general merchandise sales are up 13 percent. 

The most important factor, however, which I think is 
extremely vital—the index of consumer confidence is 
double what it was a year ago. The Commerce Depart- 
ment announced earlier this week that the gross national 
product rose at an annual rate of 7!/, percent for the first 
quarter of 1976. The consumer price index released just 
yesterday showed that the annual rate of inflation for the 
first 3 months of 1976 was only 2.9 percent—the lowest 
quarterly inflation rate since the summer of 1972. Again, 
that is real progress. 

It is very easy to get lost in a sea of statistics when we 
talk about the economy, but all of these statistics point to 
one simple undeniable fact: We are on the road to a new 
prosperity in America and we are not about to be side- 
tracked now, particularly by bad legislation from the 
Congress of the United States. 

One of the most important reasons for our economic 
success in recent months has been the contribution of what 


Earl Butz calls the miracle man of the 20th century, the 
American farmer. In fact, the last 3 years have been the 
highest net farm income years in America’s history. And 
that’s a tremendous record—a tribute to the farmers in 
Indiana and all of the other 49 States. 


I don’t think it is a mere coincidence that these three 
very successful years have been years when the govern- 
ment let the farmer alone and let him produce without a 
lot of bureaucratic interference from the Nation’s 
Capital. 

I can promise you that that is the kind of successful 
farm policy that I intend to pursue for the next 4 years. 
I propose that we continue the farm policies which yielded 
$21,600 million agricultural export market last year and 
will be about $22 billion this year. 


I propose that we continue policies which will enable 
the American farmer to export an estimated 47 million 
metric tons of feed grain, an all-time record in the cur- 
rent marketing year. I also urge the Congress to enact 
my proposal to increase the estate tax exemption from 
$60,000 to $150,000. I want the family farms and other 
family enterprises to pass from one generation to another 
and keep them in the family instead of sacrificing those 
wonderful products of hard work, love, faith to some gov- 
ernment tax collector. 

These are some of the policies that this administra- 
tion has followed for the last 20 months and some we in- 
tend to follow for the next 4 years to keep agriculture 
strong and to keep it growing in the United States of 
America. And I am very, very proud to say that the man 
in charge of those policies is one of the finest public serv- 
ants ever to come from the Hoosier State or from any 
State, the Secretary of Agriculture, Earl Butz. 


I have appointed Earl as Chairman of my new Cabinet 
level Agricultural Policy Committee which will have the 
central role in developing and directing our Nation’s food 
policies. With Earl Butz as Chairman, you can be sure 
that his strong, plain-spoken common sense and his 
enthusiastic advocacy of the American farmer will be well 
heard in the highest councils of this government. And 
Indiana can be very, very proud to claim this exception- 
ally good man as a native son. 

Finally, let me say that as we enter our third century 
of independence, America has every right and every rea- 
son to be confident about its future. When you put it all 
together, agriculturally, economically, technologically, 
militarily and, very importantly, morally, I am proud to 
be an American and proud of America. 

I believe the United States is in the springtime of its 
life, and I look forward to working with all of you to meet 
the great challenges of the future and to fill that future 
with new achievement for the nation that we all love so 
well. 


It is a pleasure to be here. Now I will be delighted to 
and pleased to answer your questions. 
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QUESTIONS 


THE ECONOMY 


Q. Mr. President, recent improvements notwithstand- 
ing, this country still suffers higher rates of inflation and 
higher unemployment than 10 years ago or 20 years ago. 
It is cheering news, of course, that the state of the na- 
tional economy is improving. I should like to attribute 
this improvement partially to the fact that in college you, 
Mr. President, majored in economics. The question I pose, 
why do you not pursue your proposals which would ex- 
pand productive capacity and thereby could create more 
jobs, more profit, and more tax revenue? 

For instance, you have proposed deregulation. You 
have proposed, Mr. President, among many others, the 
deregulation of national airlines to enhance air travel at 
lower prices as it happened in the States of California and 
Texas—no actions. 

Did you know, for example, that in Pittsburgh the 
manager of a dairy cooperative was sentenced to jail be- 
cause he sold milk 15 cents cheaper and paid more to 
farmers than other dairies? To make matters worse, this 
is happening when we are fighting inflation. 

Mr. President, I fully agree, and this audience fully 
~ agrees with you, that the maze of regulation restrains the 
productive capacity of this nation. So, Mr. President, my 
question is, since you have difficulties in bringing about 
the general Ford economic policies, why don’t you tell the 
American people in detail about this confusing and un- 
pleasant matter? Just because ordinary politicians evade 
economic issues, economic discussion, there is no reason 
for you to do so. 

Tue Preswent. Professor, let me very quickly give 
some background. When I became President, the rate of 
inflation was 12 to 13 to 14 percent, and now that we are 
down for the first 4 months of this year to 2.9 percent we 
must have been doing something right. 

But we are not doing as well as we must do, and that is 
why I had recommended to the Congress last year in the 
State of the Union Message that we cut taxes and that we 
restrain spending. And if the Congress would follow the 
recommendations that I made last year for a $28 billion 
tax reduction, 75 percent of it to go to individuals so they 
could have more money to spend themselves, 25 percent 
of it for business so they could have more money to expand 
and improve their plant capacity, we would be further 
ahead today than we are. 

Now last January, of this year, I reiterated that the way 
to get a more healthy economy, more quickly, is to have 
an additional tax reduction June 30 or July 1 of $10 bil- 
lion and at the same time cut the rate of growth of Fed- 
eral spending which, for the last 10 years, has been 10 to 
11 percent, to 544 percent. The Congress so far has not 
acted favorably on either of those two proposals. I can 
assure you that as we go down the remaining months that 


Congress is in session, I am going to the American people, 
just like I am here in Butler Stadium, to tell them the way 
to get a more healthy economy is to reduce taxes in the 
Federal Government and to reduce Federal spending. 


SECRETARY OF STATE KISSINGER 


Q. What are your plans for Secretary of State Kissinger 
in the event that you are elected? 

Tue Preswent. I said before and I am very pleased 
to reiterate it here tonight, I have told Secretary Kissinger, 
I have told the press, I have told anybody who has asked 
me that he can stay as Secretary of State as long as I am 
President of the United States. 

And let me tell you why. I am the first President, Dem- 
ocratic or Republican, for a number of years, who has 
run for election and that person who occupies the White 
House could say that the United States was at peace. 
What does this mean? This means the foreign policy of 
this administration as executed by Secretary of State Kis- 
singer, under my direction, is successful. And if you have 
somebody on a ball team who is successful, you keep him, 
you don’t get rid of him. Our policies are right and good 
and successful, and as long as he wants to stay, he will be 
Secretary of State under my administration. 


GUN CONTROL 


Q. About gun control, don’t you think it is about time 
we got realistic and banned the “Saturday Night Special?” 
And do you favor taking any stronger measures in the way 
of gun control other than this? 

Tue Present. Last year, I submitted to the Congress 
a comprehensive anti-crime bill which included a number 
of provisions aimed at controlling the illegal use of guns, 
and let me cite you what they were: 

Number one, I proposed to the Congress that we make 
it a mandatory certain penalty for anybody who commits 
a crime while in the possession of a firearm. In addition, 
I suggested to the Congress that we tighten up the control 
of these cheap handguns called Saturday Night Specials. 
A few years ago the Congress passed legislation to pro- 
hibit the importation of Saturday Night Specials from 
overseas, but the people who make them overseas, what 
they did to evade the law was to send the parts to the 
United States, and they have been assembled in our 
country. 

Now, those cheap handguns are not guns that any gun 
fancier keeps. Those guns are cheap, inaccurate guns that 
ought not to be on the street, and we not only ought to 
prohibit their importation but we ought to prohibit their 
sale in this country. 

Now, one other thing that I did recommend, we have 
about 10 major metropolitan areas in this country where 
guns have contributed very significantly as a weapon in the 
numerous murders that have taken place in those areas. 
In order to try and control the illegal use of guns in those 
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major metropolitan areas, I have asked the Congress for 
additional funds for more people for the alcohol, tax, 
and firearms division of the Department of Treasury so 
that they can do a better job in those areas. 

Now, let me add one final feature: I don’t want any- 
body in this audience to get the wrong impression. I am 
not for the kind of gun control that some people advocate. 
I do not believe we should penalize the legitimate owner 
of a firearm, period. I, therefore, am opposed to the regis- 
tration of a gun owner, and I am opposed to the regis- 
tration of handguns. 


ALL-VOLUNTEER MILITARY FORCE 


Q. Mr. President, my question is this: If the voluntary 
Army is not sufficient for our national defense, will there 


ever be a need for another mandatory registration for 


military service? 

Tue PRESIDENT. We now have 2,100,000 men and 
women in the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, and 
Marines. We are able to sustain that active duty man- 
power under the voluntary Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marine program. 

I happen to be a great advocate, have been for a long 
time, of an all-volunteer military force. I think it is work- 
ing. As a matter of fact, because of its success we have not 
only gotten more recruits than we need but we have been 
able to increase the intelligence level of those who are 
being accepted so we are not only getting volunteers for a 
longer period of time but the intelligence capability of 
those who are recruited is above what it was when we had 
the draft. 

I am absolutely convinced as long as we have a well-led 
military force, as long as we create the right environment, 
as long as we pay them a proper wage, and as long as we 
inspire them, I think we can get all of the active duty 
military personnel that we need under a voluntary pro- 
gram and, therefore, do not need to utilize a selective serv- 
ice program. 


PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY SYSTEM 


Q. What is your idea of making the primary elections 
similar to the November election so that we can vote for 
the person and not declare our party? 

Tue Present. That is a very interesting suggestion, 
and I think it certainly merits some considerable study. 
As a matter of fact, I believe our whole Presidential pri- 
mary system needs some in-depth analysis by the Congress, 
and the Congress must do it because you will have to 
amend the Constitution in order to have a nationwide 
Presidential primary. And I happen to believe that at a 
minimum we ought to have regional primaries for Presi- 
dential nominations and your suggestion would fall into a 
category that ought to be thoroughly investigated at the 
time the Congress takes a look at the Presidential primary 
system, period. 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR COLLEGE GRADUATES 


Q. Mr. President, I am a Butler student, and because of 
this I am concerned because in recent years college grad- 
uates have had a hard time getting jobs once they are out 
of school. Do you have any encouragement for us, and 
do you have any solutions to this problem? 


THe Preswent. Yes, I can be encouraging to you. 
The students who graduate in 1976 from Butler or any 
other college or university will have a much greater op- 
portunity for getting a job than those who graduated in 
1975. In June of 1975, we were at the trough of the eco- 
nomic recession and it was very, very difficult for any 
graduate to get a job. But in the meantime, as I pointed 
out earlier, in the last 10 to 12 months, we have increased 
those gainfully employed in this country by 2,600,000 
and we are at an all-time employment record of 
86,600,000. 


Now, that does not mean that job opportunities are 
going to flow to your doorstep but, may I add parenthet- 
ically, that has not been the case—well, many other 
graduates in other years have had the same experience. 
But, anyhow, we have about 2 million new, young labor 
market entrants every year, including college and univer- 
sity graduates. We have to expand our private sector be- 
cause five out of the six jobs in America today are in the 
private sector; one out of six are in government. 

So, if you are going to really expand job opportunities, 
you have to expand our private sector by tax incentives so 
that companies will accelerate their modernization, so that 
companies will move into areas of high unemployment 
and build the plant more quickly, so they will have an in- 
vestment tax credit to improve their efficiency. We have to 
help industry in order to help college graduates because 
that is where your job opportunities really are. 


SULFUR DIOXIDE POLLUTION 


Q. Mr. President, I am a student here at Butler Uni- 
versity from Cincinnati, Ohio. My question is, do you 
feel that the recent controversy concerning EPA’s chest 
study on the health effects of sulfur dioxide will have 
any major effect on the present air regulation? 


Tue Present. Well, you are referring to the recent 
decision by EPA that said, as I recall, the previous deci- 
sion they had made involving catalytic converters that 
sulfur dioxide was a very serious problem but now have 
downgraded that danger, to some extent. 

I have to rely quite frankly on the technicians—the 
scientists—the engineers. And if the EPA, after more 
thoroughly analyzing the results of the tests of the cataly- 
tic converter, have come to that conclusion, I think it 
is the responsible position for me to stand by them. 

Q. Thank you. 

Tue Present. Do you agree? I am not an engineer 
or a scientist and when they say sulfur dioxide dangers 
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are not as great as they thought they were 6 months ago, 
I think the responsible position for me to take is to support 
them. 


REASONS FOR SUPPORTING THE REPUBLICAN PARTY 


Q. Mr. President, I am a Butler student. I would like 
to ask you what, in your opinion, does the Republican 
Party have to offer to the college student? 

Tue Preswent. I think it can be summarized very 
quickly. If I were a college student graduating in 1976, 
I would be a supporter of the political party that has 
given to this country an opportunity in our economic sys- 
tem to have job opportunities, to get us out of the kind 
of recession that we were in caused by oil price increases 
and agricultural price increases. I would support a party 
that believes in the free enterprise system and not a gov- 
ernment-regulated society. And I would also support a 
political party that could say that our country, through 
good foreign policy and military capability, was at peace. 
And that is what we have and that is what we are going 
to continue. 

THE PRESIDENTS IMAGE 


Q. Mr. President, I am from Evansville, Indiana. On 
several recent episodes of Saturday Night Live you have 
been portrayed as being [laughter] shall we say, 
clumsy. Do you think that by portraying you this way 
this has possibly increased your popularity among the 
average American? 

THe Presmwent. Well, I have not quite thought of it 
that way. [Laughter] But if that is the end result, I am 
delighted to have that conclusion. 

Well, to be serious for a moment, I think in the world 
in which we live you have to expect the bitter with the 
sweet and you have to take a little kidding here and there. 
You have to expect some sharp barbs in a political cam- 
paign, and you have to expect various people in the press 
and elsewhere to have a lot of fun with those kinds of 
things. You just have to let it roll off your back like wa- 
ter off a duck’s back, and that is what I did. 








ABOLISHMENT OF SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNAL 
SECURITY 


Q. Mr. President, I am the editor for the Kokomo 
High School Red and Blue. This Saturday I will be at- 
tending a student congress here in Indianapolis and, at 
that time, I will be debating a bill which concerns the 
Internal Security Committee. For my own personal in- 
formation at that time I would like to know, why was the 
Internal Security Committee abolished last year? 

Tue Presment. You are speaking of the Internal Se- 
curity Subcommittee of the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Well, I think you will have to ask the Senators. I am not 
a Member of the United States Senate. The decision was 


made by a majority of those Members of the august 
United States Senate. And why they did it I can’t hon- 
estly tell you because that is totally a decision involving 
the legislative branch, and if I, as President, or any Presj- 
dent ever told 100 Senators what they should do with in- 
ternal housekeeping, I don’t think any of them would ever 
speak to me again. 

But, in all seriousness, I think that is a matter that you 
would have to ask the majority of that legislative body 
why they did it. They had had it for 30 or 40 years and 
their decision has to be justified by the people that made 
that decision. 

You ask me about the executive branch and I will an- 
swer any question, but to answer questions concerning the 
Congress, I am not up there any more. 

Q. So you can’t answer the question? 

THE Preswent. Yes. Go ahead. 

Q. You don’t have the answer? 

THE PREsSmENT. I can’t give you a 

Q. Mr. President, this will be the last question. 

THE PREsmENT. Let’s have one here, one there, and 
then one back over here. How is that? Let’s have two and 
two. Go ahead. 





FEDERAL REVENUE SHARING PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, I am a member of the City-County 
Council of Indianapolis, Indiana. Many of us, and I am 
sure many councilmen across the land, are concerned 
about the future of Federal revenue sharing. I am con- 
cerned about your position now and what your position 
might be in 1977 and the 3 following years? Thank you. 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, I was one of the original spon- 
sors of revenue sharing back in 1972, and I did all I 
could to get the legislation through the Congress at that 
time, which we did for a 5-year period. That legislation 
now expires December 31, 1976, and almost a year ago 
I recommended to the Congress the extension of that pro- 
gram for a 534-year period with a $150 million growth, in 


addition, each year. 


Now, so far the Congress has not acted. A committee 
in the House of Representatives has approved a modified 
program. We are doing all we can at the White House to 
get the Congress to approve that legislation. But I think 
the best pressure to get the legislation has to come from 
Indianapolis and Grand Rapids and San Francisco, from 
the people who know that if that program does not go 
through—as I recall, the State of Indiana as a whole gets 
in the 5-year period about $1 billion, two-thirds of it to 
cities and towns and counties, one-third to the State— 
and if that program is not extended, cities, counties, 
towns, and the State of Indiana will either have to cut 
back services or will have to increase taxes. It is just that 
simple. 

So, if you are interested in preserving services or inter- 
ested in not having an increase in taxes, then you ought 
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to help us get the Members of Congress to move on this 
legislation, and I will be for it in °77 just like I was in °72 
and °76. 


FEDERAL AID TO EDUCATION 


Q. Mr. President, I, too, will be participating in the 
student congress this Saturday and my bill involves the 
Federal role in education. I was wondering, in view of the 
fact that high school graduates’ scores on tests to enter 
college have been declining if you would be supporting 
any Federal programs involving education? 

Tue Preswent. I submitted to the Congress in Jan- 
uary of this year a revised Federal aid to education pro- 
gram that would do away with 26 categorical grant 
programs and give the same amount of money with a 
$200 million or $300 million bonus but do it in what we 
call a block grant approach. 

In other words, the Federal Government would give 
the money to the State and to the local units of govern- 
ment without a requirement of matching and instead of 
giving it in 26 pieces it would go in one piece. So that at 
the local level—and this is the crux of the matter—at the 
local level the people in Indianapolis or Kokomo or South 
Bend or Fort Wayne could make the decision them- 
selves how they want to spend that money on their edu- 
cation program in their hometown. 

I think that makes much more sense than having Fed- 
eral bureaucrats in Washington in 26 different cases tell- 
ing the people in Indianapolis how to spend their money. 


INFLATION; FEDERAL CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES WAGE 
INCREASES 


Q. Thank you, Mr. President for letting me ask this 
question. I am one of many thousands of Federal em- 
ployees who are trying every day to do a job for the peo- 
ple, to cut costs, and I believe we are doing it with the 
resources we have. My question is, however, I was also 
one of the Federal employees who had their cost of living 
increase cut, and now I see in the news every day union 
contracts being negotiated and some elements allowing 
increase in living costs in their weekly income or monthly 
income. 

My question is, you said earlier tonight that you 
wanted to cut inflation, and you have cut inflation. But 
where does it stop? What is the minimum? Next fall the 
auto workers will be negotiating a contract. If they get 
an increase in living cost, we all inevitably will pay for 
that and the Government’s Federal employees might have 
to have their cost of living increase cut again. I am just 
wondering what your plan is for cutting inflation and 
what is the minimum inflation rate? 

Tue Presment. Well, I wish the rate of inflation was 
zero—the country would be a lot better off. And we have 
made a lot of headway, as I indicated. 

But let me give you the story of what happened last 
year as it involved the almost 2,500,000 Federal civilian 


employees. And I agree with you that they, as a whole, 
seek to do—try to do a good job. They have got a lot of 
silly rules imposed on them by the Congress that make their 
job harder. But aside from that last year when the cost 
of living amount of 8.6 percent was anticipated, I had to 
take a look at what that cost would be to the Federal Gov- 
ernment with a deficit that we had and the burden that 
we had on all of our society. So instead of recommending 
an 8.6 percent pay increase, I recommended a 5 percent 
pay increase and the Congress approved that reduction 
from 8.6 to 5 percent. 

Now, I know that somebody who was expecting 8.6 
and got 5 is disappointed, but let me say this in all sin- 
cerity: A Government employee who is classified, who has 
Civil Service status, is not the victim of the peaks and val- 
leys of an economic recession. There are few, if any, lay- 
offs in the Federal Government. Once a person is on the 
payroll and has his Civil Service status, it is seldom, if any, 
that he is unemployed, so he does not have to face the 
problem like auto workers have or any other private sec- 
tor employee. So, in my judgment, the fact that you got a 
slightly less pay increase is offset, to some extent, by your 
more or less guaranteed annual wage. 

Q. I understand that and I agree with you, but I just 
hope we can stop, so that we don’t have to ask for any 
more increases, and I know you do, too. Do you have any 
answers? I guess no one does, and I guess you don’t either. 

THE Present. Well, I think the program that I have 
pursued for the last 20 months has shown significant prog- 
ress in trying to get a handle on the rate of inflation. When 
you can go from 12 to 13 percent down to 2.9 percent, by 
any standard that is pretty good progress, and we are go- 
ing to do better. 

Well, let me thank you, President Jones, and all of the 
students and faculty at Butler and all of the citizens of 
Indianapolis and Kokomo and every place else. It has 
been a great privilege and pleasure for me to be here. I am 
deeply grateful for this opportunity. These kinds of pub- 
lic forums are healthy and are the strength and the bul- 
wark of America—we ought to do more of it. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:05 p.m. in Hinkle Fieldhouse at 
Butler University. 


Indianapolis, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks at President Ford Committee 
Headquarters. April 23, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Bill, Governor Bowen, 
other distinguished guests, and, particularly my old and 
very dear friend, Bill Bray, here—it is awful nice to see 
you, Bill. 

You can’t imagine what a thrill it was to come to In- 
dianapolis and have that wonderful warm welcome that 
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was accorded me last night at Butler University Field- 
house. 

I can’t imagine anybody having a warmer spot for a 
city or the people than to have that kind of an expression. 
So, I thank you if you were there, I thank you if you 
weren’t, because it was a great night—just thanks very, 
very much. 

Now, let me also express my deepest appreciation to 
your wonderful Governor—didn’t I just see Bob Orr come 
in—and all of the other people in the President Ford 
Committee here in Indianapolis and elsewhere in In- 
diana for the superb job that all of you are doing to make 
certain that we carry Indiana on May 4. 

I can see here in this room that you are not only great 
in quantity, but, goodness me, you have got the best qual- 
ity I can imagine. 

But let me give you a quick analysis of where we are. 
As we get more or less to the halfway mark, we are well 
above the 50 percent of the delegates that we need to win 
in Kansas City in August of this year. And when we keep 
going down the road with the momentum that we have 
gotten from the various primaries and from the various 
convention States, that momentum is real, and we are 
going to Kansas City and win and win in November there- 
after. 

And let me tell you why I think we will win. We have got 
great organizations and outstanding leadership in every 
State of the Union, and you here in Indiana are typical. 
You have got the top people at the head, and we have got 
tremendous volunteer support. 

I think also we have the right programs. And what are 
those programs? Those programs are aimed at having a 
strong economy that is going to provide jobs in the private 
sector, and those jobs have come because we have got the 
right programs. 

As you will recall, when I became President we were 
on the brink of a very serious recession—the worst in 40 


years in this country. We didn’t panic. We took the right © 


course of action. We decided the best place to get jobs for 
people was not in government, loading up the Federal 
payroll, but getting jobs in the private sector, and it has 
paid off because right now we are moving up. Everything 
is going up that ought to be going up and everything is 
going down that ought to be going down, so keep the 
faith. We are going to win on this. It is the best program 
of any for any candidate to have this kind of a move, this 
kind of a trend that we have right today. 

But let’s talk about our other big asset, I think. The old 
traditional programs are still sound. If you have got pros- 
perity at home and peace around the world, those are the 
programs that are successful. And right now, for the first 
time in a good many years, there isn’t a single U.S. mili- 
tary officer or man in combat around the world. We have 
got peace, and we are going to keep it that way. 


Now let me just make one or two other comments. A lot 
of politicians—and I exclude Bill and I exclude the great 
Governor and your fine, outstanding Lieutenant Governor 
and any other Republicans here—[Laughter|—you 
promise only what you can produce, and you produce 
everything that you promise. 

This administration is going to be frank and candid 
and honest with the American people. We have been, and 
as a result of that we have their faith and trust. 

So, I say to you, we have got the right organization with 
the right leadership. We have got not only quality but 
quantity in the volunteers. We have got the right pro- 
grams both at home and abroad. We have got the en- 
thusiasm, we have got the momentum and, believe me, 
we are going to win in Indiana on May 4. And we are 
going to the convention in August and we are going to 
win there, and we are going to win in November. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:10 a.m. 


Indianapolis, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at the Statewide Convention of the Indiana 
Broadcasters Association. April 23, 1976 


Tue Present. I think the best way to proceed on this is 
to limit my remarks to the minimum and give all of you 
the maximum opportunity to ask some of the questions 
that might be on your mind. 

I just wanted to notify all of you I paid off my bet with 
Bill Hudnut, which I made with him before the Michigan- 
Indiana basketball game. I had lots of hopes. Our boys 
tried real well but, you know, we are not really disgraced. 
We have an unblemished record. We are the only team 
that lost to Indiana three times in one year. [ Laughter] 

Well, thank you very much. You come from a great in- 
dustry. I like the idea of the competition that you have 
within your industry—AM-FM radio, television, private, 
public. This kind of competition is healthy just like com- 
petition in athletics or in politics. I enjoy it—obviously 
you all do—and as a result, your industry is stronger, more 
effective and, I think, better in the public interest. 

So thanks for the chance to answer your questions and 
good luck in the years ahead. So who’s got the first ques 
tion? ‘ 

Okay, don’t be so shy. They aren’t this way up in 
Michigan. [Laughter] 


QUESTIONS 
SINGLE PLATOON FOOTBALL 


Q. Mr. President, should we return to single platoon 
football? [ Laughter] 
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Tue Presipent. Well, you know, back in the days 
when I played, when the ball was round, most of us did 
play, if we made the team, 50 or 60 minutes. But, no, I 
really think that the caliber of football today is infinitely 
better for the spectators—gets more kids to play, more in- 
terest among the student body. I wouldn’t go back to 
single platoon football. I think the way it is now, the qual- 
ity is better, more kids play. I am for what we have. 

Do I see a young lady coming forth here? 


GENERAL REVENUE SHARING 


Q. Mr. President, in your opinion, do you think there is 
a realistic possibility that the Congress will defeat the rev- 
enue sharing renewal? 

Tue Present. The Congress has been very dilatory in 
extending the general revenue sharing legislation which 
expires December 31 of this year. Last year, about 9 
months ago, I recommended a 534-year extension of the 
existing law. It increased, in my recommendations, the 
annual amount that would go to States and local units of 
government. 


We have put all kinds of pressure on the Congress, be- 
cause I think the general revenue sharing program has 
been tremendously successful. And let me say this: If it is 
not extended, as I recall, Indiana will lose roughly a billion 
dollars in the next 534 years. That means that the State 
and the local units of government will either have to reduce 
services or will have to increase State or local taxes. 


So, if we want to avoid either one of those bad alterna- 
tives, the proper way to handle it is to get the Federal Con- 
gress to extend general revenue sharing along the lines 
that I have proposed. We are doing all we can. But let me 
ask all of you, you are public information educators—we 
need some help and assistance at the local level, where 
citizens in Evansville or Kokomo or Indianapolis or Fort 
Wayne or South Bend understand that if we don’t extend 
this, either their taxes are going up or their services are 
going down. It is just that simple. So if you can help us 
educate people to be cognizant of the danger, it would be 
very beneficial. 

Q. Well, we are in the process of doing that and, hope- 
fully, everyone will be trying to get a book that we have 
just published on revenue sharing. It has just come out. 
It tells everyone how it works, and it would make them 
more aware in the community so that they can do some- 
thing. 

Tue Present. Well, I am going to Evansville later 
this morning. And I understand that in Evansville, over 
the last 4 or 5 years, Evansville has received roughly $10 
million. They have used it for substantial repaving of their 
streets; they have used it for the modernization of their 
fire-fighting equipment; they have used it to help in their 
police department, citizen protection organization. 

Well, if we don’t get general revenue sharing extended, 


either those services in Evansville will go down or their 
taxes will have to go up. It is just that simple. 

Q. So you feel that it will not be defeated? 

Tue Present. I can’t believe that Congress would 
be that stupid. [Laughter] 


BLUE COLLAR SUPPORT OF THE PRESIDENT 


Q. Mr. President, according to a story in yesterday’s 
Wall Street Journal—I believe, with a Pittsburgh date- 
line—you are lacking in blue collar support. Could you 
comment on that? 

THE PRESIDENT. I don’t agree with that analysis. If you 
look at the votes we got in all of the primaries, I think we 
did quite well. And I don’t know on what basis that story 
was written. I think it was pure speculation—made a good 
story, but I don’t think it has any factual background. 
Certainly, I got a lot of blue collar support when I was a 
candidate for Congress for 13 terms. And I am sure that 
the policies we have which are aimed at tax reduction and 
a reduction in the rate of growth of Federal spending and 
with the tilt toward the middle class in our tax reduction 
programs, that should have a great appeal to the blue col- 
lar workers in this country. 


ROLE OF PUBLIC BROADCASTING 


Q. Mr. President, I was very pleased to see that your 
administration at least introduced, or caused to be in- 
troduced in the Congress, a bill supporting public broad- 
casting. What do you see as the role of public broadcast- 
ing in the United States today, Mr. President? 

THE Present. I think public broadcasting has a 
very definite role in that it isn’t dependent upon the 
commercial market. It should have its emphasis on more 
public service-oriented programs. It doesn’t have to com- 
pete in the same way that the private or commercial tele- 
vision organizations do in the entertainment field, as such. 
So I hope and trust that public television continues as 
it has. We support it. 

On the other hand, I don’t want you encroaching on 
the field of the private television people, and I don’t want 
them to molest the responsible role that you have in the 
information field. 


CONTROL OF THE FEDERAL BUREAUCRACY 


Q. Mr. President, on our last community ascertain- 
ment in our area, seven of the ten top problems were 
either caused by the government or government-related. 
And on several of our talk shows and citizen input—well 
the top priority in terms of problems that they see are in 
terms of the bureaucracy in our country and its cancerous 
effect that it seems to be having on our free enterprise 
system. 

A general question, but I would like to ask you your 
feelings and also, where do you think we are going in 
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the next 10 years in terms of the size of government and 
its, in some cases, insidious control over our lives? 

THE PresmeENT. Well, number one, one of the first 
things that I did when I became President was to cancel 
the projected increase in Federal employment and ordered 
that there should be a ceiling that would eliminate an 
anticipated 40,000 extra jobs in the Federal Government. 
As a matter of fact, we not only eliminated that proposed 
increase but we saved about 10,000 or 15,000 jobs, as 
I recall. 

Number two, I know that the Federal bureaucracy 
has imposed on business, on welfare recipients, on every- 
body, this problem of forms that have to be filled out. 
And I checked on it shortly after becoming President 
and found that the Federal Government was requiring 
a total of approximately 5,200 such forms to be filled 
out by various individuals or organizations. 

I ordered a 10-percent cutback. We are going to make 
that by June 30, which was the date that I set. So we 
are making headway not only in holding the level, but 
reducing Federal employment. And we are trying to get 
rid of some of the onerous burdens that bureaucracy puts 
on individuals and organizations. 

Now, where are we going? I see no reason whatsoever 
for any expansion of the Federal bureaucracy. I think 
we've got enough agencies. I think we’ve got enough 
commissions. I don’t see any need to have a proliferation 
of the kind of bureaucracy we have. 

And let me give you an example: There is a tendency, 
every time somebody comes up with an alleged problem, 
that they want to create a separate bureaucracy—the so- 
called Consumer Protection Agency. They want, through 
legislation, to have a separate bureaucracy that can go 
around and interfere with the day-to-day operations of 
the various agencies and commissions of the Federal 
Government. 

I don’t think we have to do that, and I have said that 
I would veto that legislation. I think it is totally unneces- 
sary. It would be another bureaucracy that wouldn’t serve 
a useful purpose. I think we can handle the legitimate 
claims of consumers without establishing another bureauc- 
racy, so I am opposed to it. And if we can continue 
that kind of attitude, I think the future in the next 10 
years will be brighter as far as the Federal Government 
is concerned. 


POSSIBILITY OF RONALD REAGAN AS PRESIDENT’S 
RUNNING MATE 


Q. Mr. President, one very quick question. How do 
you fee] about the possibility of the tie-up with Ronald 
Reagan? 

Tue Present. A tie-up with, as a Vice 

Q. As a Vice-Presidential candidate, right. [Laughter] 

Tue Presment. Well, I have said that after getting 





nominated, I would be certainly looking at him along 
with about 10 or 15 others as potential running mates, 
He certainly has qualifications that would include him 
as among 10 or 15 other Republicans from the Senate, 
the House, from Governors, from former Governors. And 
the hot accusations that he has made without founda- 
tion in a number of cases, I understand—that is part of 
the political rhetoric in a campaign. So I wouldn’t use 
that; I wouldn’t be prejudicial. I just know that when 
you grab for issues, you sometimes go beyond the facts, 
and so I wouldn’t prejudice his possibilities by that kind 
of campaign rhetoric. 


MIA’S AND U.S. POLICY TOWARD NORTH VIETNAM 


Q. Mr. President, last night in a broadcast interview, 
you seemed to put aside all thoughts of any kind of nego- 
tiations with North Vietnam as almost a final statement, 
except for those negotiations through the Congress for 
finding MIA’s. Sir, is that cut and dried as much as it 
seemed on the interview last night, or is there more to it? 

Tue Present. Well, I think you have to understand 
it was in reference to an alleged commitment that we had 
made to recognize North Vietnam. Now that is totally 
without foundation. Let me give you the sequence of this. 

We had a congressional committee headed by Con- 
gressman Sonny Montgomery of Mississippi—some Dem- 
ocrats, some Republicans. They wanted to go to North 
Vietnam to try and find any evidence concerning MIA’s. 
We approved of that. They went over. They talked to the 
responsible North Vietnamese officials. They came back 
and said that the North Vietnamese were interested in 
some movement toward normalization. 


I wrote back and said we are primarily interested in 
MIAs’. We are willing to discuss some humanitarian ef- 
forts. For example, I let some—I think it was the 
Friends—take some food over there, but I never said that 
we were going to normalize relations or recognize the 
North Vietnamese. This was a report from the committee 
that said that they, the North Vietnamese, were interested 
in a normalization of relations. 

We are not committed. As far as I can see, there is no 
prospect of it, and there is nothing that would convince 
me otherwise. We are interested and will do, below that 
level, anything to get our MIA’s back. 

Q. Has anything happened on that in that area, sir? 

THE Present. On what? The MIA? 

Q. On the MIA’s. 


Tue Presment. Well, there is nothing specific. The 
congressional committee brought back, I think it was the 
remains of four. And when a staff member or several from 
the Senate committee went over to, I think it was Cam- 
bodia or Hanoi, they brought back the remains of several 
others. But there is nothing beyond those specifics thus far. 
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U.S. IMAGE IN THE WORLD 


Q. Mr. President, I am now with the Hook Drug Com- 
pany. Chris has just led you into the foreign field with his 
question. 

Now that you are responsible for all of us in this coun- 
try, from your position, do you believe that it is our Gov- 
emment or the people that are afraid to defend this 200- 
year-old dream on the world stage? I refer exactly to the 
fact that since World War II, we have had an absolute 
sequence of non-victories. 

Tue Presment. I wouldn’t say that we have had a 
sequence of non-victories. As a matter of fact, the position 
of the United States today, as we look around the world, 
I think, is a good one. We didn’t do well in Vietnam. We 
didn’t do well in the incident in Angola, but that was a 
lack of will on the part of Congress. 

But other than those incidents, I think the United 
States is strong and more highly respected today than at 
any time. And it is a good relationship we have through- 
out the world, both from the point of view of our allies 
on the one hand, and our adversaries on the other. 


So when I look at the overall picture, I think the United 
States should be proud of what has been done, and we 
should under no circumstances apologize for it. 


PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, another Republican candidate has 
alleged or suggested that the position taken by this ad- 
ministration in respect to the Panama Canal is endanger- 
ing our national security. Would you comment on that, 
please? 

Tue Presiwent. I would be very happy to. [Laughter] 

I have read my Republican opponent’s comments, and 
if you read them as he has said them himself, the net re- 
sult is this Government should break off any future ne- 
gotiations, the current negotiations with Panama. I think 
that is wrong. What we are trying to do is to make certain 
that we have the right to operate, the right to maintain 
and to defend the Panama Canal during its useable eco- 
nomic lifetime—a long period of time that would extend 
into the next century. And I think that is in our national 
interest. And even after what we consider to be the use- 
ful economic lifetime of the Canal, if it continues to op- 
erate, it would be operated for the total utilization of all 
parties. 

But let me talk now for a minute about what breaking 
off negotiations means, as my Republican opponent wants 
us to do. 

Number one, you would undoubtedly have a recurrence 
of the bloodshed that took place in 1964 and ’65 when 
20 Panamanians and four Americans were killed. I don’t 
know whether you saw the other day the news stories or 
films taken during that bloodshed, those riots down there. 
Undoubtedly, you would have that repeated not once, but 
many times. 


Every Latin American country—about 25 of them are 
against us if we break off negotiations. That means 309 
million people in South America are against us. I don’t 
think that is the right course of action, to break off nego- 
tiations and get the alienation of 309 million people in 
South America. 

And number three, if we break off negotiations and 
riots begin, bloodshed is repeated, we will have to send at 
least 10—20,000 more US. military personnel down there 
to defend the Canal. 

Now, all of those bad things can be avoided as Presi- 
dent Johnson decided, as his successor decided and I de- 
cided by continuing negotiations. Now if you break off 
negotiations, you have to be willing to accept the things 
that I have indicated—bloodshed, riots, more U.S. troops 
down there, and the animosity and antagonism of 309 
million people in South America. 

If you continue negotiations, as President Johnson did, 
his successor and I am doing, you can continue to try 
and find an answer to avoid those things that I think are 
wrong. So I am delighted to have the position I am tak- 
ing, and I think my opponent’s position is totally 
irresponsible. 

Q. Mr. President, this will be the last question. 


PUBLIC CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT 


Q. Mr. President, many of us in this room have just 
done an extensive survey of our communities for our li- 
cense renewal. And in addition to bureaucracy; which you 
have discussed, we see a real problem in the erosion of 
confidence in governmental leaders. I wonder if you 
could discuss what we feel is a dangerous problem? 

Tue Presment. I recognize that all the surveys you 
see indicate that the public has very strong feelings 
against the Congress, against the judiciary, against the 
White House. I think this is an outgrowth of some of the 
trauma that has taken place in the span of time primarily 
during the Vietnamese war. I recognize that we have to 
restore that confidence. We have tried to do it—and that 
is the only part I can control—by frankness and candor, 
an open administration, and an honest attempt by this 
administration to minimize the redtape and the bureauc- 
racy and the attitude that bureaucrats too often have. 
We are doing our very best, and I think everybody would 
admit that we are open and candid. And I hope that in 
a period of time, we can convince them that our efforts 
are successful in reducing bureaucracy and getting the 
right attitude on the part of Federal employees. We are 
sure going to try. 

Q. Thank you. 

Tue Present. Thank you very much. It is a privilege 
and a pleasure to be here. 


Thank you very much, Kelly [Kelly Atherton, presi- 
dent, Indiana Broadcasters Association]. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:45 a.m., e.s.t., in the convention 
room at the Rodeway Inn. 
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Evansville, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
the Dress Regional Airport. April 23, 1976 


Tue Presment. Thank you very much, Mr. Mayor. 
I am not a stranger to Evansville. I have been here two or 
three times before and it is great to come back. And I 
appreciate very, very much this thoughtful mug that 
epitomizes freedom of speech—and we have got a lot of 
that these days—but it is nice to be here and I thank you, 
Mr. Mayor, as well as all the people of Evansville. 

I would be glad to answer any questions from any of the 
local news media. 

Q. Mr. President, a month ago your State campaign 
manager said you would not be coming to Indiana be- 
cause of the lead that you had in this State, but here you 
are, just before the primary. Has there been a change in 
strategy or a reevaluation of the lead? 

Tue Presment. Well, I decided that because I had 
such good leadership here in Indiana and so many friends 
that I wanted to come to Indiana and to make sure that 
I supported them as they have supported me. And because 
we think Indiana is a crucial State, I am here. And I have 
had a wonderful trip so far. 

Q. Mr. President, there have been some charges locally 
that inequity exists in the funding of the U.S, Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, and even some In- 
diana officials have suggested that the HUD program be 
dropped. I would like to know your feelings on this. 

THE Preswent. Well, I think the Community Devel- 
opment Program, which was approved in late 1974, is a 
program that is aimed at holding harmless every local 
community that had been previously the beneficiary of 
seven categorical grant programs. And so under the pro- 
gram that I approved—and we are funding every city, 
regardless of where it is—it is held harmless. That includes 
those of Indiana. 

So these programs, in my opinion, we have gotten rid 
of the seven categorical grant programs and have turned 
to what we call block grant programs that are much more 
economical, much more effective, and it gives to the 
Mayor here in Evansville and his associates in local gov- 
ernment a lot more authority to make the decision. So as 
long as the money is the same or more, I think the pro- 
grams ought to be continued. 

Q. Mr. President, if the Federal revenue sharing funds 
are cut, as you propose, Evansville will be hurt. How can 
you justify that? 

Tue Preswent. Under no circumstances have I advo- 
cated the reduction in revenue sharing. I have advocated 
a 534-year extension of revenue sharing with more money 
to go in the general revenue sharing program each year. 
We believe that in the State of Indiana, which includes 
the State as well as the local units of government, have 


gotten around $550 million. And under the program that 
I have recommended, and if the Congress approved it, it 
would go up to something like $800 million, $850 million 
for the next 534 years. 

So, I believe in the general revenue sharing program 
and I have actually recommended the increase in funding 
for general revenue sharing. If we can only get the Con- 
gress to do something instead of sitting on its hands, we 
would have general revenue sharing on the statute books 
for another 534 years right now. 

Q. Mr. President, you said yesterday that with some 
help you would like to balance the Federal budget within 
3 years. How do you propose to do this? 

THE PresipENT. We propose to balance the Federal 
budget by doing two things: number one, cutting the rate 
in growth of Federal funding from 11 percent per year, as 
it has been for the last 10 years, to a 514 percent rate of 
increase in growth, and, at the same time, we would 
stimulate the domestic economy by giving additional tax 
cuts to taxpayers whether they are individuals or bus: 
nesses. That is the way to get more people in the United 
States to spend more money of their own, to increase con- 
sumer expenditures, and to give more money to business so 
they can expand and modernize and provide more jobs. 
And in that way we can balance the Federal budget in 3 
years and increase the strength of our economy in 
America. 

Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Tue Present. Thank you all very much. It is good 
to see you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 9:03 a.m., c.s.t. 


Evansville, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at a Public Forum. April 23, 1976 


Tue Preswent. Thank you very, very much, Governor 
Otis Bowen, Mayor Lloyd, Reverend Heady, distin- 
guished guests, ladies and gentlemen: 

It is a great privilege and a high honor to have the 
opportunity to be here in Evansville this morning. As you 
know, I am something of a sports fan. I know what a 
great basketball team you have from the State of Indiana. 
I thought Michigan was good—(laughter|—and they 
had a good season. We had one unblemished record— 
we lost three times to the national champions. 

So, let me also recognize some of your city’s contribu- 
tions to some of America’s great professional teams. You 
gave Bob Griese to the Dolphins, Jerry Sloan to the Bul- 
lets, and you gave a home to the Tigers’ Triplets. I um 
derstand their first home game of the season is this 
evening, and naturally, I wish them an awful lot of luck. 
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But judging from their record last year, I don’t think 
they are going to need very much luck in 1976. 

It has been my experience that people with talent and 
energy create their own good fortune, and Evansville is 
avery good example of just that. The people of Evansville 
have known hard times. The people of Evansville have 
shown that they have the drive and the initiative to over- 
come their setbacks and to build for a better future. The 
progress you have made over the years in this great com- 
munity through the cooperation of your local govern- 
ment, citizens, and business community is a fine example 
of how Americans can solve their own problems at their 
own local level. 

You are very right and proper to be proud of these 
accomplishments, and I join many, many others in wish- 
ing you the best for the years ahead. 

It is also right that the Federal Government helped 
you in your efforts, because that is exactly what I feel 
the Federal Government should do—not take responsi- 
bility away from the people at the local level, but give 
them the freedom to use their own energies, their own 
initiatives, and their own wisdom. And that is what we 
are going to do in the future as we have in the past under 
this administration. 

A little later this morning we are going to visit the 
Walkway. I look forward to seeing that great project. 
Because the Walkway was your idea, it was your project 
and city and private funds paid for some 30 percent of 
its cost, you should be proud of that effort. 

But I must say that the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development also made some funds available so 
that you could realize your idea, so you could be free to do 
right here locally what was right for you. 

Just recently you have seen another example of local 
initiative in how the Federal Government helped you to 
help yourselves. With the cooperation of your city gov- 
ernment under the fine leadership of Mayor Russ Lloyd, 
with the cooperation of unions and management, you 
have put together a labor-management committee that 
is going to play a very, very important part in your com- 
munity’s economic future. 

I am glad to announce to Mayor Lloyd and Governor 
Bowen—announce to them as well as to you—that next 
month this committee, this Evansville group, will be 
featured at a nationwide conference in Washington 
sponsored by the Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service. 

At that conference the members of your committee will 
have a chance to tell the Evansville story to interested 
groups from all over the Nation. This is a great example 
of how labor and management, under the guidance and 
the stimulation of local government, can make a high 
record of achievement and accomplishment, and I con- 
gratulate all of you on this success. 


Lately we have heard a lot of talk about what the Fed- 
eral Government can’t do, but as a Congressman for 25 
years, as President for over 20 months, I have come to 
know what the Government can do and what it should do. 
One thing we should do is to extend general revenue shar- 
ing across this country. As we are all aware, the Federal 
Government is very good at collecting taxes, and at the 
local level you people on your own are very good at mak- 
ing good decisions. So, I propose that we extend the gen- 
eral revenue sharing program and channel even more of 
that tax money back to you through your State and local 
units of government. 

Since revenue sharing began in 1972, the City of Evans- 
ville has received almost $10 million in general revenue 
sharing funds. That money right here locally helped to 
pay for public services, it helped to improve your city by 
repaving half of the streets, by upgrading your fire depart- 
ment equipment. Right now those revenue sharing funds 
are being used to protect you and your families from 
crime. 

Revenue sharing is a matter of common sense, and on 
another front my administration has used common sense 
and taken a very steady course, a very stable approach to 
our economy, and frankly, we can see the results almost 
every day. Everything that is supposed to be going up is 
going up, and everything that is supposed to be going 
down is going down. 

In the first 3 months of 1976 we had our smallest 
quarterly inflation rate in 4 years, and in those same 3 
months, our national product grew at an annual rate of 
7% percent. That shows we are in the middle of a very 
healthy economic recovery, and that is good news for 
every American. 

The sound and steady policies of this administration 
have restored confidence in the American people. Our 
policies have created an economic climate that gives the 
American people the freedom to work, to earn, and to buy 
and to invest as they want to. 

I also believe very firmly, and have fought for all my 
life in political history, in a balanced budget, but I believe 
very firmly that it should be balanced by cutting the 
growth of Federal spending and not by increasing your 
taxes. 

As a matter of fact, we cut your Federal taxes last year 
so you would have more buying power, and I have pro- 
posed an additional tax cut as of July 1, 1976, this year, 
and I hope the Congress does not deny that proposed tax 
cut to the American people. 

We combined those tax proposals with strong efforts to 
hold down Government spending, and I say we have been 
reasonably successful despite the opposition and the prob- 
lems in the United States Congress. Since I have been 
President, some 20 months, I have used my veto to save 
the taxpayers of this country $13 billion in Federal spend- 
ing. They say $13 billion is an unlucky number, but I 
would say $13 billion is a pretty lucky number for you and 
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all American taxpayers when it is in your pockets instead 
of in the Federal Treasury. 

We are going to keep down or keep holding down the 
cost of living by holding down the cost of Government. We 
are going to make certain that your tax dollars work as 
hard for you as you did for them. And one thing I promise 
you, we are going to keep slicing away at Federal paper- 
work and redtape. 

My administration has made a good start. I have made 
a series of concrete, constructive proposals to reform our 
so-called regulatory commissions, and I have appointed 
your great Governor Otis Bowen to the Federal Paper- 
work Commission. And I have directed all Federal agen- 
cies and all Federal departments to reduce the burden of 
paperwork they put on the backs of the American people 
by at least 10 percent by June 30 of this year, and I ex- 
pect prompt results, and I think we will get it. 

I don’t believe America’s Government should waste its 
people’s time or money, but neither should they be stingy 
with common sense. America needs a government that 
protects its people’s freedom, that respects their independ- 
ence, and that responds to their needs. That is the kind of 
a government I have been working for for the last 20 
months as your President. And with your support on 
May 4 and next November, that is the kind of government 
we will have for the next 4 years, as well. 

Now I will be glad to answer the questions. 


QUESTIONS 


STATES’ RIGHTS 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to know, if all Ameri- 
cans are considered equal, why aren’t the laws consistent? 
My main question is concerning alcohol. Why can you 
drink in New York State at 18 and 21 in this State? 

Now, I know your answer is going to be States’ rights, 
but don’t you think that we could be a little more con- 
sistent in that main law, in that particular law? 

THE Presiwent. Well, if you 

Q. Especially if you are old enough to die for this 
country, why can’t you drink in this country? And I am a 
veteran. 

THE PresweENT. Well, if you really believe in States’ 
rights and if you believe that those decisions are the deci- 
sions of the people of the individual States, they have the 
option or the choice to make that decision, and I don’t 
think the Federal Government should repeat the mistake 
that they tried to do back in, I think, 1918 when they 
made a comprehensive decision. It was up to the local 
States to make that decision, now, as well as at any time 
in the future, and if the people of Indiana want one age 
limit and the people of Michigan another, I think in all 
honesty if we really believe in States’ rights, they ought to 
have the option to make the choice one way or another. 





FEDERAL HOUSING POLICY 


Q. Mr. President, in lieu of the present housing con- 
ditions throughout the country, I would like to know if 
there are any new housing projects planned within your 
administration for the near future? 

THE PRESIDENT. I signed a few months ago a new hous- 
ing bill that would make a number of rather significant 
changes in order to stimulate the housing industry. For 
example, we increased the amount that a Federal agency 
could guarantee in mortgages and a number of other com- 
parable changes that I think would be helpful in the 
financing of private residences. In addition, I put in the 
budget for fiscal year 1977 about, as I recall, 500,000 more 
Federal units of housing, primarily for the disadvantaged. 

The net result is that we expect, according to the pres- 
ent estimates based on the last report in the month before 
that there will be built in the United States in this calendar 
year approximately 1,400,000 to 1,500,000 housing units, 
which is an increase from something like 1,100,000 or 
1,200,000 last year. 

But as the economy gets better and as money hecomes 
more available—and the money is available in most loan- 
ing institutions—and as there is a trend—slow but, I think, 
developing trend—for lower interest rates in the private 
sector, I think not only in the private sector but also in the 
Government susbidized housing industry, you are going to 
see more units than the 1,400,000 and the 1,500,000 that 
will come as a result of our policies in Washington. 

I think the 500,000 housing units that will be in either 
235 programs, 236 programs, or section 8 programs—you 
will see more housing built through Government action 
than we have had in the past, and also through the im- 
provement of the economy you will have more housing 
generally without Government action. 


THE PANAMA CANAL 


Q. Mr. President, I am much concerned about the 
position of our country concerning the Panama Canal. It 
is my hope that your Government will deal with this ques- 
tion sincerely and with force, if necessary. 

THE Preswent. Let me give you what we are doing 
and what our aim and objective is. This administration, 
like the administration of former President Johnson and 
his successor, is determined to keep the canal operating, 
maintained and defended by the United States during 
the term of any treaty as long as that canal is economically 
justifiable. Now, that, I think, is a responsible position 
to take. 

We are not under any circumstances going to do away 
with the operational capability, the maintenance capabil- 
ity, and the defense capability during the term of a long- 
term treaty that will last well within the next century. 

Now, some people have alleged—and in this case, my 
Republican opponent has alleged—that in effect we should 
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preak off those negotiations which were started 12 years 
or more ago. I think that is a totally irresponsible position. 
Let me tell you why. 

Those negotiations were started in 1964 or 1965 be- 
cause there had been a riot where 20 people were killed 
that were Panamanians, and four Americans—serious 
bloodshed. If we break off those negotiations, as my Re- 
publican opponent wants us to do, you will have riots, 
more bloodshed, and also you will incur the enmity, the 
antagonism of every one of the 25 Latin and South Ameri- 
can countries. They represent 309 million people in this 
hemisphere. And, in addition, because of the probability 
or certainty, I would say, of riots and bloodshed, we will 
have to add to our present U.S. military personnel in 
Panama. We have roughly 10,000 American GI’s down 
there now, and if we have bloodshed and threats of sab- 
otage, we will have to send at least another 10,000 and 
probably 20,000 more Americans down there. 

We can avoid all of that by continuing the negotia- 
tions for a responsible settlement, and those who advocate 
breaking off negotiations are irresponsible. 


PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT PROGRAMS 


Q. Mr. President, as the country continues to rebound 
from the recession and the jobs programs to train and 
employ the people are in full operation, and with the 
start of the summer jobs program to aid the Nation’s 
young, who were one of the hardest hit segments of the 
economy, the question now arises as to what will happen 
in the years immediately following the Presidential elec- 
tion if, in fact, the private sector does not rebound suffi- 
ciently to employ those individuals now being assisted by 
the Federal programs. This is asked in light of the an- 
nouncements of the gearing down and the ending of many 
employment programs by the end of 1977. 

THe Preswent. These public service jobs were ini- 
tiated primarily when we got into our economic troubles 
in 1975. I recommended at that time, to meet that cur- 
rent emergency, a substantial increase in public service 
employment, adding to the so-called CETA programs 
where we have a comprehensive educational and training 
program plus the summer youth program. 

Now that we are coming out of our economic difficulty, 
it seems to me that we do not need to have the emergency 
program that we required in 1975. On the other hand, I 
think we should fully fund the so-called CETA program, 
which is an education and training program, not neces- 
sarily a public service program, because there are always 
instances where individuals have a temporary loss of a 
job, they want to be retrained for another kind of employ- 
ment, and that is what CETA programs seek to do. And 
we will fund those programs fully, and we will continue 
to fund, as I have ever since I have been President, the 
summer youth programs—the cost is around $450 million 
each year—and those programs will be utilized to give 


the youth of America, many of them in our disadvantaged 
areas in major metropolitan areas—those programs will 
be continued as they have been in the past. 


FUEL ALLOCATION PROGRAMS 


Q. Mr. President, not often does a citizen get a chance 
to correct the President of the United States, but I might 
like to take this opportunity to state that we did in Evans- 
ville give Jerry Sloan to the Bullets but they didn’t want 
him, so the Chicago Bulls took him and they really liked 
him. 

THE Present. Well, maybe I was thinking that the 
Bullets could use him in the playoff. 

Q. Now, sir, for my question: It is my understanding 
that the mandatory fuel allocation program that is ad- 
ministered by the Federal Energy Administration will ex- 
pire June 1 of this year unless it is reinstated. I realize that 
this is a highly complex problem, but could you tell me 
what your position on the reinstatement of this mandatory 
fuel allocation program is, and why? 

THe PresweNnt. I recommended to the Congress 
within the last month or so the extension of the authoriza- 
tion for the Federal Energy Administration through .978 
or 1979. I think that agency must be in existence to man- 
age the various programs where the Federal Government 
is trying to conserve energy, where the Federal Govern- 
ment is trying to stimulate new sources of energy, and 
where the Federal Government is trying to make equi- 
table allocations of what energy we have, oil scurces, 
principally. 

I think the programs ought to be continued. I think 
they ought to be phased down as we solve a problem. 
That program should not go on ad infinitum, but I do 
believe that we ought to extend it to 1979, as I recall, so 
that we can continue to get equitable allocation, carry 
out our conservation programs, and stimulate new 
production. 


THE NATION’S THIRD CENTURY 


Q. Mr. President, I hope this is a simple question. It 
might not be. It seems to me that our country has always 
been most productive when we have had a national pur- 
pose or a national direction. What do you think should be 
our national purpose or direction, and what Federal pro- 
grams would you propose to see that that direction is 
seen through? 

Tue Present. I think in the third century of Amer- 
ca’s history we should put emphasis on the right of the in- 
dividual. As we look back historically, in the first century 
of America’s history we developed a good kind of govern- 
ment, a stable, constructive kind of government. 

In our second century of American history, we became 
the greatest industrial nation in the history of mankind. 

Our third century ought to be emphasizing the right 
of the individual, so that he is not overburdened by mass 
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government, by mass industry, by mass labor, by mass edu- 
cation. The American citizen today is well enough edu- 
cated that he ought to have more individual freedom and 
liberty, and in this next century, instead of passing more 
laws to overburden it, we ought to start rescinding some 
of the laws that inhibit and prohibit. 

So, I am going to be very restrained in my term about 
advocating any new laws. I think we ought to undertake 
the job of trying to get some of them off the statute books. 


VISITORS TO THE WHITE HOUSE 


Q. Mr. President, my name is John Berkshire. Our 
family has just returned from a visit to Washington D.C., 
where we toured the White House. My little brother wants 
to know if you ever get to sit in the chairs in the rooms 
we saw. [Laughter] 

Tue Presment. I want to be very sure I understand 
that question. [Laughter] Am I going to keep the seat in 
the chairs where you and your brother saw them? 

That is why I didn’t want to answer. 

Q. No. [Laughter] 


Tue Presipent. As I understand it, do I ever sit in 
the chairs that you sat in, is that correct? 

Q. No the ones that we saw behind the ropes. [Laughter] 

Tue Presiwent. Well, why don’t you come back to 
Washington and we will go down there in person. 


EQUALITY IN SCHOOL ATHLETIC PROGRAMS 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to know what your feel- 
ings are toward the ways the Federal Government is do- 
ing everything for everybody, and to be very specific, how 
do you feel about the Title [X law that will be introduced 
into the school systems next year stating that all gym 
classes will be coed? 

Tue Preswent. Well, it is my understanding, based 
on a law passed by the Congress, that the Department of 
HEW had to issue certain regulations indicating that in 
all educational programs in primary, secondary, and 
higher education there had to be equality in the treatment 
of men and women or boys and girls. 

Now, this was mandated by a law passed by the Con- 
gress. I believe that some of the interpretations given te 
those regulations which were mandated have gone too far, 
and it is my impression that when we get down to the 
practicality of imposing those regulations which, I in- 
sist, were mandated by the Congres:, there hopefully will 
be some readjustments. 

The enthusiasm that the Congress had when it passed 
that legislation I think has dimmed a little bit. Now, these 
regulations that they mandated are creating, I think, some 
unworkable circumstances. 


Now, I am not saying all of the regulations are bad, 
but the one that you, for example, indicate, it seems to 
me, is not beneficial for either boys or girls in physical 


education classes. I think there ought to be equity in the 
treatment of facilities and coaches and competition and 
everything else for women and men and girls and boys, 
but I think there are some other areas where a little more 
common sense might be used. 


FEDERAL FUNDING OF THE SPACE SHUTTLE 


Q. Mr. President, as you know, Americans in the last 
5 years have become very concerned about the avail- 
ability of clean energy and my question is, as you know, 
a lot of scientists are now claiming that we do have tech- 
nology as an aftermath of the NASA Moon project to 
develop space stations in which solar panels could be set 
up and, in turn, supply this Nation with a continued sup- 
ply of completely clean, free energy. And they came to 
the conclusion that the key to the project would be mas- 
sively expanded funding for the space shuttle. What is 
your position on this? 

Tue Present. I recommended in January of 1975 
and again in January of 1976 the full goal on the space 
shuttle. In 1975 there were a number of applicants be- 
cause of our economic situation that said we ought to can- 
cel the space shuttle. I said no, it was roughly a third 
finished at that time, I think it would be unwise, uneco- 
nomic to cancel the space shuttle, so I recommended the 
funding necessary to keep the program going. 

I did the same for the next fiscal year, and I am glad to 
report, I think the first vehicle is going to be made avail- 
able for public display sometime late in August or early 
September. 

On the overall issue of the utilization—or develop- 
ment and utilization of solar energy, I have long been an 
advocate of that, and in the budget that I recommended 
to the Congress for the next fiscal year, we have recom- 
mended a 37- to 40-percent increase in research and de- 
velopment for solar energy. And this money will be spent 
by the NASA people, the national aeronautics and space 
program, by the Energy Research and Development 
Agency [Administration], by the Dr. Guy Stevers group. 

We are putting about $160 million in solar research for 
the next fiscal year, which is about what the technical 
people who advise me think can be usefully and responsi- 
bly spent. We are going to go on in it because it has a 
great potential, and we are going to do all we can to 
achieve it, whether it is the space program or otherwise. 


THE MAYAGUEZ INCIDENT; CONCORDE FLIGHTS TO THE 
UNITED STATES 


Q. Mr. President, first off I would like to congratu- 
late you on your handling of the Mayaguez incident. My 


question is, what is your stand on the Concorde being 


allowed to land in the United States? 

Tue Present. Well, first let me thank you for your 
comments concerning the Mayaguez. That, I think, 
should be a good warning to any country that thinks they 
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can challenge us. If any country does any act of that kind, 
| think the Mayaguez incident and the action we took 
ought to be a fair warning to them to the decisiveness of 
the Ford administration. 

Now, would you repeat the other question? 

Q. I was wondering what your stand is on the Con- 
corde being allowed to land in the United States? 

THE PresipENT. Well, Secretary Coleman, the Secre- 
tary of Transportation, had that matter for his considera- 
tion, and he has made a recommendation, issued the 
necessary orders that permits a very limited landing pro- 
gram of the British and French Concorde at Kennedy 
Airport in New York and Dulles Airport in Washington, 
D.C., for a 16-month period. So that through those op- 
erations—taking off, landing, and flying—we can get 
specific, technical information that will let us decide 
whether—on the basis of noise or any interference with 
the environment, air or noise or otherwise—and at the 
end of that 16-month trial period there will be an evalua- 
tion made by the Secretary of Transportation as to 
whether those flights should be continued. 

But the only way you can find out is to actually un- 
dertake them on a limited basis for a limited period of 
time, and I fully support Secretary Coleman’s decision. 


THE UNITED STATES’ ROLE IN THE WORLD 


Q. Mr. President, Mr. Kissinger has been characterized 
as having a deeply pessimistic view of the long-term future 
of Western democracy and believing that we should cut 
a deal now before it is too late. I stood in the Rose Gar- 
den last week and heard you praise Secretary Kissinger in 
the most glowing terms. I know you are not a prophet, sir, 
but I wonder whether you share Mr. Kissinger’s long- 
range views, and if not, how do you evaluate our long- 
term will to survive? 

THE Present. In the first place, those allegations 
made that Secretary Kissinger is pessimistic about the 
long-range prospects of the United States are totally in- 
accurate. I spend a good period of time every week with 
the Secretary of State because we have a number of foreign 
policy matters that come up virtually every day, and so I 
know precisely how he feels. His feeling is quite the con- 
trary. He feels that with the right kind of leadership and 
the right kind of program, the United States and the 
Western democracies, the free countries of the world, are 
going to prevail, not lose, and that is the way I feel. 

Now, what we are trying to do in a diplomatic way, 
what we are seeking to achieve through our military capa- 
bility, is to encourage other people, other nations, to 
achieve the freedom that in many instances they do not 
have. And what we are trying to do in an economic way 
is to bind the Western nations, such as Britain, France, 
Italy, West Germany, and Japan, and any of our other 
allies so that we can strengthen our economic policies, so 
we can work together, so we can convince the people in 

those countries as well as our own people that a free en- 
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terprise system is far better than a Communist controlled 
system. And through the meeting that we had in Ram- 
bouillet, France, with the heads of states of those coun- 
tries, we tied together our economic, our monetary, our 
fiscal policy, and the net result is that the economy in the 
United States is going up and the economies of most of 
the Western countries are likewise moving upward. 

I only give that as a concerte illustration that if you 
have the right policies and the right leadership, we can be 
and should be optimistic about the free world, and that 
is the way I feel and that is the way Secretary Kissinger 
feels. I have full faith in the will and the resolve of the 
American people and our allies. We have met these chal- 
lenges before; we will in the future. 


THE B-—1 BOMBER 


Q. Good morning, Mr. President. I would like to con- 
gratulate you on your fine performance on NBC Saturday 
Night. [Laughter] 

Tue Preswent. For a 30-second performance, I ap- 
preciate it. 

Q. I would like to ask you, I have heard Senator Barry 
Goldwater’s view and a couple other Senators. Do you 
favor support of the B~1 bomber? 

Tue Preswent. Do I favor support of the B-1 
bomber? 

Q. Building it. 

THe Preswent. You're darn right I do. That, of 
course, is the bomber that will replace the 300 to 400 to 
500 B-52 bombers which are now anywheres from 20 to 
25 years old, and if we are going to keep our strategic air 
capability strong in the future, we must build the B—1 
bomber and we are going to build it. 

Thank you all very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 9:37 a.m. at the Vanderburgh 
County Auditorium and Convention Center. 


Evansville, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Reception. April 23, 1976 


First, let me thank your wonderful, wonderful Gover- 
nor, Doc Bowen, for all the courtesies and support. It is 
just a great privilege and pleasure to come to the great 
State of Indiana, to have his support and, Doc, I can’t 
thank you enough. 

It is wonderful to come back to Evansville and to see 
Russ Lloyd here and to have had a very warm reception 
that we received over at the Civic Center. I enjoyed it. 
The questions were good—I hope the answers were okay. 

But I am principally here to thank all of the volunteers 
who are here in this part of the great State of Indiana 
for the tremendous support that you are giving me. I know 
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that under the leadership that we have here in the State— 
where is Don? There he is. Thanks, Don, for your leader- 
ship. But all of the people who are here and that we have 
met up in Indianapolis are, you know—they just make 
me feel as though we are going to win, and we are. 

Let me give you a few selling points that you might 
use occasionally in talking to some of those that have not 
made up their minds yet. Some of you man phones—some 
of you call from your own residences, some of you talk 
to your neighbors, some of you talk to others. I think that 
if we look back over the last 20 months you will find that 
we have made very substantial headway in meeting the 
challenges domestically and meeting the problems that 
we have had internationally. 

Let’s take a quick look at where we were in August of 
1974. First, we were faced with inflation at a rate of any- 
where from 12 to 14 percent. Because of sound, construc- 
tive, responsible policies, we have reduced that inflation 
rate so that for the first 4 months of 1976 the rate of infla- 
tion is under 3 percent, and that is progress. 

Shortly after I became President we were faced with 
the worst economic problems this country has been faced 
with in 40 years. Because we have the right policies we 
have taken the unemployment from almost 9 percent 
down to 7.5 percent. The trend is in the right direction 
and we are going to keep it going down, down, down. 

The best selling points you have is that in the last 10 
to 12 months we have increased employment by 2,600,- 
000, so that at the present time we have 86,600,000 
Americans gainfully employed, the most ever in the his- 
tory of the United States. Now we didn’t have this suc- 
cess because we loaded up the Federal payroll. We made 
this progress because we gave the free enterprise system 
an opportunity to work, and that is where the jobs are. 

Now let’s turn for a minute to the situation that we 
face around the world. In the 20 months that I have been 
President, we have strengthened and solidified our alli- 
ance in Western Europe. Our relation with NATO, with 
Britain, with West Germany, with France, with Italy, with 
all of the NATO countries is better today than it ever 
has been, and Western Europe is strong and we are a part 
of it. 

If you turn to the Middle East, because of the fact that 
both Arabs on the one hand and the Israelis on the other 
trust us, we have been able to make steady and I think 
constructive progress toward a permanent, a fair peace 
in the Middle East, which is an area in the world which 
has been the most volatile area, most controversial area 
in the history of mankind. Because the United States, 
because this administration is trusted by all parties, we 
are able to make headway in the future as we have in 
the past. 

So, whether you are talking about Western Europe or 
the Middle East or if you are talking about the Pacific, 
the United States and Japan have the closest possible 
working relationship, and we have friends and allies that 
believe in us in the Pacific. 


Now let’s turn to our adversaries. We have slowly but 
constructively worked on our relations with the People’s 
Republic of China, 800 million strong. We are on course 
with the People’s Republic of China and the meetings 
that I had there were constructive and were progressive, 

Now our dealings with the Soviet Union—we have 
made headway in resolving some of the problems. We 
solved the problems of West Berlin. We have, for the first 
time in a negotiated agreement in the handling of nuclear 
problems, gotten an agreement where we can have on-site 
inspection in the Soviet Union, and that’s progress. 

That is a breakthrough that a number of Presidents 
before me have tried and we are the first to accomplish 
it. It is an indication that they know that we mean busi- 
ness and that it is in our mutual interest to achieve some- 
thing of that kind. 

So what I say to you is simply that in 20 months we 
have made headway at home, we have made great prog- 
ress abroad, and this administration in the next 4 years 
will continue to give us the kind of prosperity that we 
want and the kind of peace that we need. 

Thank you very, very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:20 a.m. in the Florida Room 
at the Executive Inn. Participants in the reception included com- 


mittee workers, delegate candidates to the Republican national 
convention, and campaign volunteers. 


Marietta, Georgia 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
Dobbins Air Force Base. April 23, 1976 


THE PresmeEntT. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen: 

It is great to be in Atlanta. We had a wonderful day 
and a half in Indiana, we are looking forward to an op- 
portunity of being here in Georgia today. 

So, with those observations I will be glad to answer any 
questions. 

Q. Welcome—welcome back. 

THe Present. My ninth time in recent years. 

Q. Mr. President, recently in Texas you played the 
role of underdog and you said even more recently should 
you lose Texas it could affect your chances in neighbor- 
ing States, one of those was Georgia, I believe. Do you feel 
like you are the underdog in Georgia? 

Tue Preswent. I suspect that we are at the present 
time but just as in Texas—we started in Texas as an 
underdog, we are making very substantial headway. I 
think we might surprise them in Texas. We are here in 
Georgia because we want to expose our views and my- 
self to the people of Georgia. And I think if we have the 
kind of response here that we have had in Texas, we 
might surprise them here in Georgia. 

Q. Mr. President, do you think you will win in Georgia? 
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Tue Preswent. Well, I am always hopeful, and we 
are going to try very hard. 

Q. Mr. President, is there any possibility that you might 
ask Vice President Rockefeller to run again with you? 

Tue Present. I can only go by his statement to me 
3 or 4 months ago when he said he did not want to be 
considered for the office of Vice President. 

Q. There is a local political feud brewing here, Presi- 
dent Ford, about your visit—whether it is purely polit- 
ical or whether you are here as President. Some of your 
Democratic opponents from DeKalb County where you 
will speak tonight will not attend that because they say you 
are coming as a candidate and not as a President. 

Tue Present. Well, I very deeply regret their at- 
titude. I think I might learn something from some of their 
questions and they might learn something from some of 
my answers. I am very sorry that they have taken that at- 
titude. 

Q. Mr. President, there are more and more rumors go- 
ing around that John Connally might be the Vice-Presi- 
dential nominee. Do you have any further comment on 
that? 

Tue Present. Well, I have said before that John 
Connally is a man who has had an outstanding record in 
public life as Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of the 
Navy, Governor of Texas three times. He certainly is 
qualified for any office in the United States, from the 
Presidency on down. 

Q. Is that a possible yes for the Vice Presidency? 

Tue Present. I am simply saying that he is certain- 
ly a contender for that outstanding office in my admin- 
istration. 

Q. Mr. President, you are being pressured to put more 
pressure on Congress to get the Federal Election Commis- 
sion back in business. Will you do that? 

Tue PresipEnT. You know, the Congress has had, since 
January of this year when the Supreme Court made 
the decision—that is almost 90 days ago—to make a very 
simple amendment to make the law which Congress passed 
in 1974 constitutional, but they have higgled and they 
have haggled and they have delayed and they have had 
two vacations. They are on vacation now. I think Con- 
gress ought to come back, finish its job, and send the bill 
down to me. Some of the critics and some of the Presiden- 
tial candidates who are complaining about me not doing 
something are Members of Congress—they ought to be 
back on the job and finish the job so I can see the legis- 
lation. 

Q. Mr. President, would you care to comment on the 
discussions, if you will, going on between Vice President 
Rockefeller and Senator Henry Jackson? 

Tue Present. Well, as I understand it—in the first 
place I have never seen the actual comments—lI said yes- 
terday or the day before that I assume, from my 25-plus 
years in the Congress, that all employees that work for the 
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Congress—for Democrats or Republicans, House or Sen- 
ate—are not members of the Communist Party. And that 
is all I can say, that is an assumption that I believe to be 
true. 

Very nice to see you all. See you tonight. 

Q. Mr. President, do you think Lockheed has been the 
scapegoat for every company that has dealt in internation- 
al payments for years doing much the same thing? 

THe Preswent. What I have done to meet the prob- 
lem, not just Lockheed but all companies that have re- 
ported that they made payments overseas, is to appoint a 
Cabinet level committee headed by the Secretary of Com- 
merce, Mr. Elliot Richardson, and I have asked that group 
to look into what the problem is not only in the United 
States but what the problem is overseas. 

Q. And not just Lockheed? 

Tue Preswenr. It is a comprehensive investigation 
involving all countries that have businesses overseas and 
have been involved in the past in so-called payments. It 
is not going to be pointed at Lockheed, it is pointed at the 
whole problem. 

Reporter. Thank you. 

Tue Preswent. Thank you all very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 3:58 p.m. 


Atlanta, Georgia 


The President’s Remarks at the Annual Church Service 
of the Atlanta Chapter of the Military Order of 
World Wars. April 23, 1976 


Thank you very much, Admiral Howell, Dr. Harrington, 
Colonel Williams, Gold Star Mothers, ladies and gentle- 
men: 

We observe today an occasion of somber reflection and 
grateful praise. As we honor the mothers of men who gave 
their lives in the service of their country, we have cause 
once again to honor the brave men themselves. 

Although our hearts are still mourning the loss of loved 
ones, we can draw inspiration from the knowledge that 
their supreme sacrifice was made in the defense of our 
Nation’s noblest ideals. 

The fact that we stand here today as citizens of the 
strongest, freest, and greatest Nation on earth is power- 
ful testimony to the valor and courage with which these 
men gave their last full measure of devotion to America. 

The pages of history record the names of many brave 
men who led armies into battle and to victory, and this 
Nation rightly reveres them. But there are others—other 
names known only to those assembled here—whose contri- 
butions were just as great, whose devotion was just as 
steadfast, whose sacrifice for the cause of freedom was just 
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as complete. They all share the same glory, won many 
times over many foes in many different uniforms. Their 
common enemy was always tyranny, and thanks to them 
that enemy has never cast its shadow over our land. 

It is by the deeds of these gallant men—by heralded 
acts of bravery and by unknown acts of quiet courage— 
that freedom flourishes in America today. It is their legacy 
that government “of the people, by the people and for the 
people” still thrives in America in 1976. 

Our memorial today is a recognition of their deeds and 
a celebration of their legacy and it is a prayer for the 
divine care of men who pressed the battle of freedom 
and made freedom secure. And it is a pledge to them 
of America’s unfailing resolve to preserve, enhance, and 
cherish the freedom that they made secure for us. Amer- 
ica has no intention of abdicating its leadership to any 
nation committed to the destruction of liberty. 

We know that the freedoms we have defended so often 
are being challenged today. We know that our strength, 
our vigilance, and our national resolve are the founda- 
tions of hope for peace and stability in the world. 

When I took the solemn oath of office as your Presi- 
dent 20 months ago, I pledged myself and our Nation to 
an uninterrupted and sincere search for peace. I said then, 
and I say again today, that America will remain strong 
and united but our strength will be dedicated to the safety 
of the entire family of man as well as to our own precious 
freedom. 

America has seen too much of war in the 20th century, 
too much of suffering and dying on bloodstained fields 
of battle. We cherish the peace that America enjoys today, 
the peace that finds no American boys in combat any- 
where on the face of the globe. 

Peace today has a very special significance because war 
today nas a very special terror. The devastation and death 
left in the wake of a thermonuclear war would be so great 
that the world as we know it would simply cease to exist. 
Therefore, we must do our very best to keep the peace. not 
the peace of weakness and concession but the peace se- 
cured by strength and courage and dedication. That is the 
role that destiny calls us to play. 

Our country is very special in the eyes of the world. 
America shines today as the brightest beacon of hope 
for millions who live in the darkness of tyranny and 
oppression. 

The men whose mothers we honor today have held that 
beacon high, have carried it into battle and made the 
darkness retreat. Now they have passed the beacon to 
us. In the quality of our lives, in the steadfastness of our 
purpose, we must show ourselves worthy of the sacrifice 
that they made on our behalf. 

May we, like them, devote ourselves to peace and lib- 
erty and, like them, march always in the ranks of honor. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:45 p.m. at the Peachtree Presby- 
terian Church. 


Atlanta, Georgia 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford Committee 
Reception. April 23, 1976 


John, Matt, and all of you wonderful Republicans here 
in this meeting in the Atlanta area: 

Let me first express my deep appreciation. and gratitude 
for John Savage’s endorsement. I know it will be very 
meaningful, and I promise to you, John, as I promise to 
everybody here, I won’t let you down. 

Now, let me thank all of you. This is the biggest Georgia 
Republican gathering I have seen in the many, many 
times I have been in Georgia on behalf of the Republican 
Party, so I think it augers well that come May 4 we may 
surprise some of those people who think they are going 
to win. I think we have a darn good chance of winning. 

I want to thank some of the people that I know per- 
sonally that I served with in the Congress, for the help 
and assistance and their support. First, I want to thank 
Fletcher Thompson, who I understand has gone the 
length and the breadth of Georgia speaking out on my 
behalf. And if Mr. Fletcher is here, I want you to know, 
Fletch, thank you very, very much. 

I want to thank another great Georgian for the help 
and assistance, the invaluable aid that he gave me during 
some tough times in this campaign, a very dear friend of 
mine, a very outstanding American, Bo Callaway. I think 
it is very unfair the kind of treatment he is getting from a 
committee in the United States Senate. And, doggone-it, 
they ought to do better in the handling of a matter of this 
kind to give Bo a fair shake. 

Now let me, if I might, give you some ideas and sug- 
gestions that might be helpful in the 11 days between now 
and May 4. I know many of you will be at the telephone 
phone banks, many of you will be talking to your friends, 
many of you will be discussing who wants to be the Re- 
publican nominee in the fall of 1976. 

Let me respectfully give you some suggestions that I 
know have been helpful in the areas of this country where 
we have been successful and in those areas of the country 
where we are going to be more successful. 

First, when I became President in August of 1974 we 
were experiencing some very serious economic problems. 
The rate of inflation was 12 to 14 percent. We were on 
the brink—literally on the brink—of the worst economic 
recession in this country in 40 years. 

Well, my firm, constructive, I think, steady policies that 
put the emphasis on trying to get the private sector to 
meet the challenge rather than loading up the Federal 
payroll, we have come out of this in good shape. 

Where do we stand? Where do we stand? Well, instead 
of 12 to 14 percent inflation, the rate of inflation for the 
first 4 months of 1976 was 2.9 percent. That is great 
success, and we are going to keep working on it, and we 
will do even better. 
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Last May, the unemployment was at almost 9 percent, 
but since last May, at the depth of the recession, we have 
added 2,600,000 more people gainfully employed in this 
country. As of March, it was reported that we have 
86,700,000 people gainfully employed in this country, 
the greatest number in the history of the United States. 
So we have met the challenge in the area of employment, 
and we are going to do better and better, and we are going 
to continue to lower the unemployment rate as we will 
with the kind of policies that we have. 

We are on the road to the most sustained, best economic 
times that this country has had. And I think this adminis- 
tration can claim a great deal of credit for it. 

And what do we want to achieve as we move ahead? 
We want to achieve a balanced budget. But do you know 
how we are going to get it? We are going to cut the rate 
of growth of Federal spending from 11 percent to 51% or 
5 percent. And, at the same time, in order to stimulate the 
private sector of the economy I hope the Congress will 
approve the additional $10 billion tax reduction that I 
recommended this year. And I hope and trust that they 
will follow on with the kind of a tax program that I will 
recommend the next year. And all of those programs of 
holding the rate of growth of Federal spending and stimu- 
lating the private sector will give us a balanced budget in 
3 years in the healthiest, vigorous economy. 

You know, another thing that I think we can talk 
about—and I think it is dear to the hearts of the people 
here in Georgia—I firmly believe that we ought to get 
the Federal Government, to the extent that we possibly 
can, off the backs and out of the pockets of the people of 
this country. This administration believes in one very basic 
truth, and let me state it: A government big enough to 
give you everything you want is a government big enough 
to take from you everything you have. 

Now let me add another feature of what I think is a 
good selling point in Georgia, a good selling point in all 
50 States. We want an even balance in labor-management 
so that without government interference we can have those 
labor-management problems solved with labor and man- 
agement doing it without government interference. That 
is why I vetoed the common situs picketing bill. 

And I might also say, talking about vetoes, since I have 
been President I vetoed 48 measures. That is an all-time 
record. Thirty-nine of those vetoes have been sustained 
even by this Congress. [Laughter] The net result is we 
have saved $13 billion in Federal expenditures, and that 
is not a bad record. But let me add a postscript. If they 
send down any more of this terrible legislation, we will 
veto it and veto it and veto it again. 

Now let’s talk for a minute about how we stand in our 
efforts to make sure that we maintain the peace. You 
know, I am very proud that I am the first incumbent 
President who is seeking election who can stand before 
the American people and say that our country is at 


peace—the first one in 20 years. So we must be doing 
something right in our relations with our allies and with 
our adversaries. 

All I am saying is the United States of America is num- 
ber one. We have unsurpassed military capability, we are 
the greatest industrial nation in the history of the world, 
our agriculture out-produces anybody, we are ahead 
scientifically and technologically, and, most importantly, 
this country has a deep moral and spiritual and religious 
belief—it gives us the inspiration to challenge anybody 
and to keep ahead of everybody, and that is where 
America is. 

Now let me thank Matt, John, and all of you. We have 
got great leadership here in Georgia and we have got great 
people like you to help in the job. I think we have good 
programs, both domestically and internationally, and if 
we are able to do, as I think we have done in the last 20 
months, in the next 4 years, we can say at the end of the 
next 4 years even stronger and better than we say it 
today—every one of us is proud to be an American and 
proud of America. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 5:38 p.m. in the Olympium II and 
III rooms at the Radisson Inn. 


Atlanta, Georgia 


The President’s Remarks at the Freedom Foundation 
Dinner. April 23, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Colonel Collins, Mrs. Fain, 
distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen: 

It is a surprise for you, but it is a pleasure for me to 
honor all of the honorees who are here tonight and to 
participate in a very small way in the presentation of the 
Freedom Foundation’s awards. 

The very high standards of responsible citizenship 
which the Freedom Foundation promotes is well repre- 
sented by the 15 award winners we honor here tonight. 
I commend each of the award winners for having earned 
this very prestigious recognition and commendation. 

As Americans, we all have a very solemn opportunity 
and duty to preserve, to protect, and to defend the liber- 
ties which are our American birthright. This involves 
more than mighty armies, mighty navies, mighty air 
forces—although our military strength must never be in 
doubt. 

The preservation of freedom also requires of us an 
active participation in the great adventure of self-govern- 
ment. As we enter this third century of America’s inde- 
pendence, it is my hope that each and every one of us will 
renew our strong commitment to the system of govern- 
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ment laid out with great care and paid for at a very great 
cost by our forebears. 

May we also quicken our interest in the work of that 
government and in the progress of our people and take a 
much more personal stake in the future of the Nation that 
each and every one of us loves. This is the example so 
forcefully set by the recipients of this award here tonight. 

I join you in congratulating each and every one of 
them, and I have‘ enjoyed immensely this short but won- 
derful opportunity to participate in this wonderful occa- 
sion. I wish all of you the very best, and I commend you 
and congratulate you for the contribution that you have 
made to a better America. 

Thank you very, very kindly. 

NoTE: The President spoke at 7:37 p.m. in the Grand Ballroom at 
the Marriott Perimeter Center. In his opening remarks, he referred 


to Col. Quincy Collins, United States Air Force (retired), and 
Barbara Fain, president, Atlanta Chapter, Freedom Foundation. 


Atlanta, Georgia 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at a Public Forum at Peachtree High School. 
April 23, 1976 


Tue Preswent. Mr. Huff, Mr. Snoderly, distinguished 
guests, students, faculty, and friends of the Peachtree 
High School: 

It is a great honor and a very high privilege for me to 
have the opportunity to be back in Georgia. And I ob- 
viously appreciate very, very much the wonderful and 
warm and cordial welcome here to Peachtree High 
School, the home of the red, white, and blue Fighting 
Patriots. 

You know, this is the ninth time I have been in Georgia 
in a very few years but, I must say, tonight proves to me 
that I like it better and better every time. Thank you. And 
I am honestly looking forward to the question and answer 
session tonight. But let me at the outset make a few brief 
remarks. 

I spent most of today in Atlanta, and I notice there is a 
pretty big Ford plant there on I-75. Now, as much as I 
favor a strong and prosperous American automobile econ- 
omy, I have come to tell you in Georgia there is abso- 
lutely no reason to trade in your Ford in 1976. 

When we look back over the past 20 months that I have 
had the honor and privilege to serve as your President, I 
think we can see a great deal of progress has been made 
in areas that are of greatest importance to all of you. 

The worst economic recession of America in the last 
40 years has been replaced by a strong and very stable 
economic recovery. Today, everything that is supposed to 
be going up is going up and everything that is supposed to 
be going down is going down. 


Today, more Americans are gainfully employed than 
ever before in the history of this great country; 86,700,000 
Americans were working in March of 1976, and that is 
over 214 million more than were on the job one year ago 
today. 

At the same time, unemployment is going down—from 
a high of nearly 9 percent last May to 7.5 percent today, 
That is still not good enough, but that is progress, and 
there is more where that came from. The trend is in the 
right direction, and we won’t be satisfied in this country 
until everybody who wants a job will have a job. 

Real earnings for the American worker are up dra- 
matically from over a year ago; total retail sales are up 
more than 17 percent from last year; auto sales are up 
43 percent; furniture and appliances are up more than 
17 percent; food sales up more than 9 percent; general 
merchandise sales up 13 percent. 

The index of consumer confidence, which is the real 
test, is double what it was a year ago. The Commerce 
Department announced earlier this week that the gross 
national product rose at an annual rate of 71% percent 
in the first quarter of 1976. The consumer price index 
released just two days ago showed that the annual rate 
of inflation in the first 3 months of 1976 was only 2.9 
percent—the lowest quarterly inflation rate since the 
summer of 1972. 

It is easy to get lost in a sea of statistics when we talk 
about the economy, but all of these statistics point to one 
simple undeniable fact: We are on the road to a new 
and lasting prosperity in 1976, and we are not about to 
be side-tracked now by an irresponsible Congress. 

Finally, in the last 20 months there seems so much 
progress in making government more responsive and 
much more responsible. The dangers in too much gov- 
ernment are clearer today than they have ever been be- 
fore. We can see those dangers most clearly in the tre- 
mendous cost of big government and in the widespread 
governmental intrusions in our every day life. 

As part of my effort to hold down the cost of govern- 
ment, I have vetoed 48 bills sent to me by the Congress 
in the last 20 months and there may be more. Thirty-nine 
of those vetoes have been sustained and those 39 vetoes 
will save you, the taxpayers of this country, some $13 
billion. 

We made progress also toward reducing government 
redtape, the Community Development Program I think 
is a good example. On my orders Federal regulations for 
the Community Development Program—which became 
law in the fall of 1974—these regulations have been 
simplified and reduced from 2,600 pages into just 25 
pages. Instead of filling out five applications totaling over 
1,400 pages, a community now has to complete only one 
50-page application. 

While process and approval of these applications used 
to average more than 2 years—it is hard to believe but 
that is the fact—we have reduced that time now to 2 
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months. When I say I want to get the government off 
your back and out of your hair, it is more than just talk, 
it is progress. We have already started. We have a lot 
more to do to improve the situation, but let me assure 
you we are on the job and we are going to get it done. 

I propose, for example, one way I think we can handle 
the relationship between the Federal Government, the 
State and the local units of government better is the ex- 
tension of the general revenue sharing program which I 
like to think as sort of a hometown do-it-yourself project. 
The Federal Government collects the money, distributes 
it to your State and local units of government, but your 
own local officials decide how best to spend that money 
without any bureaucrat in Washington telling you the 
answer, and they have done here at the local level a very 
good job without a lot of bureaucratic interference from 
the Nation’s Capital. 

In fact, and this is an amazing statistic, the total cost 
of Washington’s administration of this program amounts 
to only one-eighth of one penny of every dollar spent in 
the revenue sharing program. That is pretty low admin- 
istrative cost by any standard, and that is the kind of a 
sound, low-cost management program we often take pride 
in. 

Under the revenue sharing extension bill that I pro- 
posed to the Congress last year-—but thus far the Congress 
has been dilatory in getting anything done—and they 
better move because the present law expires December 
31—but under the proposed extension that I recom- 
mended, DeKalb County would receive $32,600,000 and 
all of Georgia would receive more than $830 million over 
the next 534 years. 

In proposing a new lease on life for revenue sharing and 
in reducing the redtape of Federal programs, I am acting 
on a belief I have held as long as I have been in public 
office. That belief can be summed up in a single sentence: 
A government big enough to give us everything we want 
is a government big enough to take from us everything we 
have. What we need in America is not a government that 
promises more and more all the time; what we need and 
what my administration has sought and tried to achieve is 
a government that promises only what we can deliver and 
delivers everything that we promise. 

We all know that it was not our government that made 
America great as a nation—the government's role was to 
guarantee the people’s freedom and build a nation for 
themselves. With that freedom, we have built the greatest 
nation in the history of the world. 

America today is unsurpassed in military capability. We 
have the greatest industrial capacity in the history of man- 
kind. Our farmers out-produce everyone in history. We 
lead the world in education, science and technology, and 
we have the greatest moral, spiritual, and religious re- 
sources of any modern nation. 

I see more progress in store for America. As we enter 
our third century of independence I see America regain- 
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ing confidence in itself and in its destiny. I see the Nation 
living in peace and in freedom, in more than 200 million 
Americans living in dignity, security, and prosperity. 

This is my vision of America for the future. I think it is 
the vision of all Americans, and I would love to work with 
all of you and 200 million other Americans for the next 4 
years to get a good headstart on that vision. 

Thank you very much. Now, let’s get the questions 
underway. 

QUESTIONS 


PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, here is my question: Your con- 
tender, Ronald Reagan, has been hammering away at 
your foreign policy, stating in effect that the United States 
has been pushed around long enough and that if he were 
elected President he would initiate a get-tough policy. As 
an example, his comments on the Panama Canal Zone. 
My question, Mr. Ford, is: In your opinion, how would 
such a policy as, you know, expressed by Mr. Reagan 
affect the realization of our national goal for the world in 
peace? 

Tue Presivent. First, let me state categorically, the 
United States has not been pushed around. That is good 
rhetoric, but it ain’t true. 

Now, let’s talk about the Panama Canal because my 
opponent has made some very strong and very categorical 
statements in that regard. The only way you can interpret 
those statements are that the present negotiations between 
the Government of the United States and the Govern- 
ment of Panama should be ended. 

This administration and President Johnson’s adminis- 
tration, and his successor’s administration, and my admin- 
istration believe that negotiations are the responsible ac- 
tion to take. And those negotiations were undertaken as a 
result of a serious riot that took place in Panama in 1964 
where 24 people were killed—20 Panamanians and 4 
Americans. It was decided at that time that we ought to 
sit down and talk with the Panamanian Government. For 
what purposes? For the purpose of trying to make sure 
that we have control over the operation, the maintenance, 
and the defense of that Canal during its economic lifetime. 
That is what we want, and I think if we are patient and 
wise and strong, eventually at a proper time we can get 
such an agreement, which is the responsible thing to do. 
And any agreement would go on into the next century— 
it is not going to happen tomorrow or the next day, it is a 
40-to-50 or maybe longer year agreement. 

Now, let’s take what my opponent’s arguments are. He 
says cut off the negotiation. What would that lead to? 
First, it would lead to probably a resumption of the kind 
of riots, the bloodshed that took place in 1964 when 24 
people were killed, except probably more. It would in- 
evitably antagonize, it inevitably would arouse the ire of 
25 South American and Latin American nations that in- 
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volve 309 million people. That is an awful lot of people to 
antagonize, and it would undoubtedly lead to more blood- 
shed, it undoubtedly would require for us to protect that 
Canal instead of having 10,000 U.S. military personnel 
stationed in Panama in peace, as we do today. You would 
have to send another 10,000 or another 20,000 American 
GI’s there to protect it. I just don’t think that makes much 
sense, and I think it is completely and totally irresponsible 
to break off those negotiations. 


RELAXATION OF TENSIONS IN WORLD 


Q. Mr. President, I was wondering, what is your 
evaluation of détente thus far? 

Tue Present. Détente, which I don’t use as a word 
any more—|laughter|—but regardless of the word, what 
we are really interested in is the process, the results. 

All right, let’s talk about what has been accomplished 
and let’s talk with the newest plus. For a number of years, 
we have been negotiating in order to have a peaceful 
result of what we call “peaceful nuclear explosion nego- 
tiation” where we conduct nuclear explosion for peaceful 
purposes and the Soviet Union does likewise. 

What we have tried to do is set a threshold of 150,000 
KT’s so that both sides can develop the peaceful use of 
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. For years and 
years, as long as I have been in government, we have been 
trying to get on-site inspection of Soviet nuclear or other 
military operations. We have been doing this since Ike. I 
can remember President Eisenhower trying to get on-site 
inspection. 

In this agreement, which we reached within the last 2 
or 3 weeks, we have made a breakthrough. We are going 
to have on-site inspection of peaceful nuclear explosions 
in the Soviet Union. I think that is progress under a relax- 
ation policy of relations between the United States and 
the Soviet Union. 

In addition, if you go back a few years, you will find 
that this process of relaxing negotiations (tensions) has 
resulted in a historic agreement as to West Berlin where 
the parties—the Soviet Union, East Germany, West Ger- 
many, and others involved—were able to arrange a very 
far-reaching agreement as far as West Berlin was 
concerned. 

If you look at the situation in the Middle East, because 
of the process of relaxing tensions between the United 
States and the Soviet Union we have been able to act in 
a very constructive way in making slow but sure headway 
in getting progress toward a permanent and equitable and 
fair peace in the Middle East. 

Most of you, I am sure, recognize that the Middle East 
has been historically the most volatile, the most compli- 
cated, the most controversial area in the world. In the 
last 25 years we have had four wars and every one of 
them has gotten bloodier. But, because we were able to 
work in the Middle East with the Israelis trusting us and 


the Arabs trusting us, without the Soviet Union involving 
itself in undercutting our efforts, we have made slow but 
sure progress toward that kind of a peace that we have 
all wanted for a great many years in that part of the 
world, 

I could go on and on because there are a number of 
things where we have been able to sit down and, in an 
atmosphere not of confrontation but of relaxation, discuss, 
in sanity, things that ought to be solved without a war, 
I think the détente, if you want to use it, or relaxation of 
tensions has made a lot of progress, and we have got a lot 
of successes from it. 


SOCIAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, I am from Cedar Grove High 
School. I have recently become concerned over the high 
deductions made from paychecks for social security pur- 
poses. Now by the time that I reach retirement age I will 
have supported the retirement of several generations, but 
who will be supporting me? Under current plans, won’t it 
logically be bankrupt? 

Tue Present. The social security program, which 
became law in 1933 or 1934, as I recall, was initially 
predicated on the basis that it was not to be your total 
retirement income but as a base or a floor. But in the 
ensuing years that initial concept that was put forward by 
President Roosevelt has been forgotten and, in most cases, 
today your social security benefits in effect are the total 
retirement income of many, many people. 

Now, the net result is that benefits have increased sub- 
stantially and the consequence is that the Social Security 
Trust Fund, which today is at a level of approximately 
$40 billion or $41 billion, is gradually being decreased. 
As a matter of fact, in this 12-month period there will be 
a deficit between income and outgo of $3 billion. In the 
next 12-month period the deficit will be $3 billion. In 
the next 12-month period, the deficit will be $4 billion. So 
that $40 billion or $41 billion Social Security Trust Fund 
will be gone in a relatively short period of time. 

Now, what should we do about it? There are basically 
three alternatives: Number one, we can increase the tax 
on both employer and employee. I think this is the most 
straightforward, the most honest way to approach it, and 
I recommended that to the Congress. And what does it 
amount to? For each employee and employer—for each 
individual employee it means less than $49 per year. That 
is what the extra cost would be to make the Social Secu- 
rity Trust Fund on an equitable and a sound basis. 

The second alternative is to not add any additional 
taxes on the employer and employee but rather we take 
it out of the-general fund of the Federal treasury. Now 
that is an easy thing to do but, of course, if we do that we 
have to borrow the money in order to put it in the fund 
to pay the beneficiaries. And I think that also destroys the 
concept that people by their deduction are buying some- 
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thing that they would have when they retire. So I dis- 
approve very strongly of utilizing general treasury funds 
tosupplement the amounts paid by employer to employee. 

Now, the third alternative is, for example, you can in- 
crease the earning limitation—that is one alternative—or 
you cannot increase benefits—that is another alternative. 

So, the truth is there aren’t any good answers. But I 
think in all honesty—at least I felt—the most forthright, 
the most candid approach was the one I suggested, and 
I do not believe that the burden to meet this problem is 
onerous and unbearable. The other ones, I think, are a 
sort of a con game, and I don’t believe in that kind of 
operation. 

TAX REFORM PROPOSALS 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to know what specific 
proposals you have in the area of tax reform. 

Tue PresivenT. Tax reform? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

Tue PresipenT. The best tax reform that I know is 
what I proposed in January of 1975 which provided for 
a $28 billion tax reduction at the Federal level, 75 percent 
of it to go to individual taxpayers and 25 percent to go to 
business. The 75 percent of it to go to individual taxpayers 
would mean that we would have an opportunity to adjust 
the tax rates primarily in what we call the middle-income 
group. They, over the last 10 years, as far as Federal in- 
come taxes are concerned, have gotten short shrift. They 
proportionately have had to pay more compared to others, 
either those in the more wealthy brackets or those in the 
more disadvantaged brackets. 

People between $9,000 and $25,000 in the last 10 years 
have really been squeezed, and under the tax proposal that 
I made at that time we would have given a greater per- 
centage of the tax relief to those in that bracket. One way 
I recommended was to increase the personal exemption 
from $750 per person to $1,000, and I think that is the 
right thing to do. 

Now as far as business is concerned, 25 percent of the 
recommendations came in that category. I believe that if 
we are going to provide the kind of active economy, if we 
are going to give the stimulant to the economy, if we are 
going to provide the incentive to business to provide more 
jobs, that is what we want. We had to give to business 
some added incentives, such as the investment tax credit, 
on a permanent basis. We made some recommendations 
also that would give to business an opportunity to move 
into areas of high unemployment more rapidly so that 
they could get a quicker write-off or a more rapid amor- 
tization. 

There were several other specific recommendations as 
far as business was concerned to give them this incentive. 
These are the kinds of tax reforms that I think make sense, 
and those are the kinds of tax reforms that, in my opinion, 
the Congress ought to enact. 


Q. Would you not agree, then, with dropping all de- 
ductions and just having where you pay just a certain per- 
centage of your income in taxes so everyone pays, say, a 
percent, or something like that, of their income, or are you 
against that proposal? 

THE PRESIDENT. I am categorically against that pro- 
posal, and I can tell you very simply why. In the first place, 
I know from 25 years experience in the Congress that 
Congress won’t pass it. You can argue about it in theory, 
but let me tell you—President Johnson recommerded that 
approach about 8 or 9 years ago and the approach was 
you do away with all exemptions, all deductions, you just 
handle it this way. Let me tell you what happened as a 
practical matter. 

Now some people say all those things are loopholes, 
but I think we found out in Congress that what is some- 
body’s loophole is some other person’s opposite reaction. 
So when Mr. Johnson made this recommendation, every 
educational institution—colleges, universities—were up in 
arms because they get a lot of their income from these 
deductions which are available under our Federal income 
tax. 

Then every person who had a mortgage on their house 
who was paying interest—and that interest payment is 
deductible under your Federal income tax—all of the 
homeowners, and I cannot tell you how many millions of 
those there are, didn’t want that taken away from them. 
So you can argue in theory that if you could just do away 
with all exemptions, all of this and all of that and give a 

flat rate, that maybe that would be the best answer. But 
I think in each case every one of those present provisions 
in law were put in there for a good purpose. We did that 
for people buying a home because we wanted to stimulate 
the home building industry. We think—or I think, any- 
how—that more people who own homes, the better 
America will be. 

So on the basis of equity and practicality, I just don’t 
think you are ever going to get to that kind of approach 
that you are suggesting. On paper—in theory it looks good, 
but it just won’t work. 


GENERAL CHAPPIE JAMES 


Q. Mr. President, I am president of the student body, 
Columbia High School. I would like to know what exactly 
the situation on the NORAD Commander and first black 
four star Air Force General Chappie James is. 

THe Present. Well, I know Chappie very well but 
I didn’t get what you asked about him. 

Q. I was reading the Jet Magazine recently and it 
mentioned his power to push the button in case of 
emergency. 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, let me say that Lieutenant Gen- 
eral Chappie James is one of the outstanding Air Force 
officers in this country. I was pleased to see that down in 
Florida just a few days ago, I think, the State Legislature 
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passed a resolution commending him. He had grown up 
on, I think, Pensacola Naval Air Station as the son of a 
Marine officer, a Naval officer, and he is the first black 
Lieutenant General in the history of the United States. 
He is a great man and he earned it by his combat capa- 
bility, his leadership qualification, and I was pleased to 
assign him to the highest ranking assignment in the history 
of any black officer in any of our military services. He was 
the head of the Military Air Command down in Rantoul, 
Illinois, I think it is. Chappie James has had a tremendous 
record and he is not through. He certainly is eligible for 
greater honors and greater promotions. 


PRIMARY ELECTIONS 


Q. Mr. President, I would just like to know what are 
the remaining primaries which you are most concerned 
about and why? [Laughter] 

Tue PresipENT. Well, I am concerned about them all. 
[Laughter] We started being concerned about them in 
New Hampshire, and we have not stopped being con- 
cerned. The next one that comes up, of course, is Texas. 
I have had my son, Jack, down there and I have been 
there once. Betty has just been down there 4 days with 
her CB set, or whatever it is. [Laughter] I talked to her 
last night and she said she had talked to 25 or 50 truck 
drivers and she said, “Dear, I got the truck drivers’ vote 
for you in Texas.” [Laughter] 

Well, Texas is an important primary, and we take them 
one at a time. Three or four days later, on May 4, we have 
Indiana, Georgia, and Alabama. Those, all three, are very 
important, and I get more optimistic every day. 


ENERGY RESOURCES 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to know what will be 
the position of our country in years when I become an 
adult in having enough energy resources? 

Tue PresweEnr. That is a very important question and 
I appreciate your asking it because we all know that when 
the Arab oil embargo took place in 1973 at the time of the 
Yom Kippur war in the Middle East between Israel and 
Syria and Israel and Egypt we had an oil embargo. At that 
time the United States was importing about 32 percent of 
its total domestic use of oil, and let me tell you what the 
facts are today. 

Our production in America is going down and we are 
importing more and more foreign oil, most of it Arab oil, 
and today instead of importing 33 percent of the oil we 
use, we are importing 40 or 41 percent of it, and it is prob- 
ably going to get worse because the Congress has not acted 
affirmatively on what I think was a sound energy program 
that we recommended in January of 1975. 

The thrust of the program that I proposed was to in- 
crease our conservation measures and to stimulate more 


domestic production of both oil as well as gas. We have 
made some progress in conservation, not as much as we 
should. In 1975 the latest statistics show that we used 
roughly 21% to 3 percent less energy than we did in 1974, 
so that is some progress because heretofore we had been 
going up at the rate of about 5 percent more energy use 
every year. But where we have failed is in not getting more 
production, and the only way you can get more produc- 
tion of domestic oil and gas is to take government regula- 
tion off of it. In January of 1975, I said we should de- 
regulate natural gas—Congress has not done it yet. The 
Senate passed a bill, the House fouled one up, and the 
net result is they won’t pass one in 1976. Two years lost. 

In 1975, I recommended that by April 1 of that year 
we have total deregulation of American oil production. 
They finally sent me, 11 months later, a marginally ac- 
ceptable bill, that instead of getting deregulation on 
April 1, 1975, we have to do it in a series of steps over a 
40-month period. 

The problem is that we don’t seem to realize—or Con- 
gress doesn’t, I think the American people are smarter 
than they are—they don’t seem to realize that every day 
and every week and every month we delay in getting the 
stimulant to more domestic production at home we be- 
come increasingly dependent on foreign oil. 

Now, over the long run, by 1985, if we do the right 
thing, we can find some alternative sources to our domes- 
tic production and to our imported production. We can 
work hard at making our nuclear energy facilities safer, 
better protected, and more reliable. The Federal Govern- 
ment is spending a significant amount of money in re- 
search and development to achieve those three results 
as far as nuclear power is concerned. In the time span be- 
tween now and 1985, we can do much more research and 
development on solar energy, geothermal, and improving 
the efficiency and the clean air aspects of coal. 

Let me just give you as an illustration in the fiscal year 
that we are in now. In the Federal Government, we are 
spending roughly $120 million on solar research, an in- 
crease from $80 million or $90 million in the last fiscal 
year. But for the next fiscal year’s budget in the Federal 
Government, I recommended, instead of $120 million for 
solar research, $160 million. 

So, we are investing a lot in some of these exotic sys- 
tems, and I understand here in the Atlanta area you have 
a high school or a school that is in the process of testing 
whether you can heat and air cool a building of that size 
or that magnitude. It is going to take a lot of research and 
development but we are spending a lot and private in- 
dustry is spending a lot. 

I am optimistic that by 1985, if we can get by for the 
next few years without another oil embargo, we will solve 
the problem of energy and become energy independent in 
America. 
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SECRETARY OF STATE KISSINGER; FOREIGN POLICY 
RECORD 


Q. Mr. President, I am a retired pastor of Central Con- 
gregational Church in Atlanta. As one who has been an 
admirer of your record in leadership, especially in foreign 
policy, I feel you had very able assistance in that regard 
from your Secretary of State, Henry Kissinger. My ques- 
tion is, in the event of your reelection, will you do your ut- 
most to keep Dr. Kissinger as Secretary of State? 

Tue PresivenT. Well, let me repeat what I have said 
but repeat with emphasis. I have told Secretary Kissinger 
that he can stay as Secretary of State as long as I am Presi- 
dent, and let me tell you why. I think on the record our 
foreign policy has been one of success. 

Let me give you a criteria—it is not the only one but 
it is a very responsible criteria. I am the first President, 
Democrat or Republican, in the last 20 years who would 
seek election and say that the country was at peace. And 
we are at peace because we have the military capability to 
deter aggression, to maintain the peace, and to pro- 
tect our national interest. That is the kind of a military 
program that fits in well with a diplomatic capability to 
work with our allies on the one hand—and our alliance 
in Western Europe today is stronger than it has ever been 
and our relationship with Japan in the Pacific is the best 
it has ever been. 

The net result is of a strong military capability plus a 
diplomatic capability, the United States foreign policy 
today is in the best shape it has been in years and years and 
years, and we should be proud of it. 

Q. Mr. President, I think we have time for one more 
question. 

THE PrEswENT. Let’s have two more. 

Q. All right, sir. 


JACK AND STEVE FORD 


Q. Hi, Mr. President. My name is Bonnie Ruder. To 
break the monotony of the questions that have been asked 
you about détente and Nixon and all this—{/aughter|— 
I would like to ask if you would ask your son, Jack, to take 
me to the Junior-Senior Prom on May 8th. 

Tue Present. Well, I am very proud of him, and I 
think he is very attractive, but, you know, if I became 
prejudicial or preferential toward Jack, I have got an- 
other son, Steve, and I don’t want to get in any family 
hassle. [Laughter] And Steve is a darn nice-looking kid, 
too. 

THE ECONOMY 


Q. Mr. President, as I understand it, your administra- 
tion has predicted a 6-percent inflation rate for the next 
3 years. Is that correct? 

THe Presment. No, that is not accurate. We predicted 
when we submitted the January budget for the next fiscal 
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year, and when we put together our economic plan for 


- the next fiscal year we had to make certain forecasts based 


on the facts as we saw them then and, as I recollect, we 
estimated that in the next fiscal year the rate of inflation 
by the end of that fiscal year period would be 6 percent. At 
the same time, we said that the increase in the gross na- 
tional product would be 5 to 51% percent. At the same 
time, we said that the unemployment rate at the end of 
that fiscal year, at the end, would be 7 percent. 

Well, the economic blue skies have changed, at least my 
forecast of what those figures are going to be. We have not 
made any official change, but as I have said several times 
today, the cost of living increases for the first 3 months of 
1976 averages out 2.9 percent. So, we are doing an awful 
lot better right now on the inflation rate than we forecast 
we would do when we submitted the budget in January. 

Now, I am not sure we can sustain a 2.9 percent infla- 
tion rate the rest of this calendar year, but that is about 
half of what we said we would have, and I think we will 
be substantially below 6 percent. Also, if we can get rea- 
sonable negotiations in the labor-management field, in 
rubber, in automotives, in electrical appliances, and in any 
of the other contract negotiations that are going on, and if 
we can keep down the rate of Federal spending, I think 
we will make significantly better progress than 6 percent 
on the rate of inflation. 

Q. Mr. President, when you said reasonable settle- 
ments, do you consider the Teamsters settlement 
reasonable? 

THE PreswenNrT. It was marginally so, marginally. 

Q. Wasn’t that a 33 percent increase? 

THe Present. I don’t think it averages out that 
much and it certainly does not average out that much if 
we get the rate of inflation down, because they did get an 
unlimited escalator. But if the rate of inflation is down at 
the range we are now talking about, it will be less than 33 
percent. So that is one reason we have got to concentrate 
on keeping the rate of growth in Federal spending not 11 
percent, as it has been for the last 10 years, but cut it to 5 
or 5'/4 percent and, at the same time, do what we possibly 
can in the area of labor-management negotiations because 
those are important. 


THE PRESIDENTS DEFENSE POLICY 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask you, realizing 
the way in which you became President under Mr. Nixon, 
it seems that you might be obliged to carry through some 
of his policies. If elected in 1976, would you change any 
of these policies and, specifically, I would like to know 
in foreign relations. 

THe PresweENT. Well, the policies that I have had, 
both domestically and internationally, for the last 20 
months, have been my policies. And in the next 4 years— 
let me just give you an example. Based on my analysis, 
I decided that when I looked at what Congress had been 
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doing to the military budget for the last 8 or 9 years we 
could not stand those kinds of slashes. They cut anywhere 
from $40 billion to $50 billion in appropriations that had 
come from Mr. Johnson and Mr. Nixon. I decided we 
could not tolerate that, so in January of 1975, 4 months 
after I became President, I submitted to the Congress the 
largest military budget in the history of the United States. 
That was my policy, a decision made by me. This year, 
in January, I added and again submitted the largest mili- 
tary budget in the history of the United States. 

I believe that what Congress has done to the budget 
for the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines, if we let 
it go down as it had been going down it would have been 
serious. So it was myself and not my predecessor who 
decided that we needed more for the Army, the Navy, 
the Air Force, and Marines 18, 20 months ago. So those 
are the policies where I have differed with my predeces- 
sor and where I think we are on the right track. 


DEFENSE BUDGET 


Q. On defense, you want to spend more on—I know 
you came out very strongly in its favor—where do you 
propose to take the money from to spend more on defense, 
to increase the budget? 

THe Present. Well, what we did—and that is a 
very good question—when the budget was put together 
this year, as I indicated, I thought we had to increase 
defense—what we call “obligation authority”—$14 bil- 
lion, an increased spending by $9 billion. 

Now, what that meant was, and let me go back one 
step further, about 10 years ago, when you take all of 
the expenditures of the Federal Government—all of them, 
domestic and international—10 years ago the Federal 
Government was spending on defense about 40 to 41 per- 
cent and on domestic programs roughly 30 or 31 percent. 

But in the span of 10 years, up until last year, the per- 
centage that went to domestic programs had gone from 
30 or 31 percent up to 50 percent of the total Federal 
expenditure, and the amount spent for the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, and Marines went from 40 or 41 percent down 
to 24 percent. That is what was happening. 

The two budgets that I recommended for the military 
turned that trend, and I have recommended as far back 
as January of 1975 the turning of the declining trend of 
defense expenditures and appropriations to turn it up and 
to turn the domestic programs down. So, we have made 
some reductions in a number of domestic programs that 
I think could be reduced that could not be justified. And 
what we have tried to do is to make available to the 
military—this year they got an 11 percent increase in 
spending, a 6 percent increase in real dollars, which is the 
biggest increase in defense spending in the last 10 years. 

Thank you all very, very much. 

[At this point, the President left the gymnasium and entered the 


cafeteria where he continued the question-and-answer session with 
the overflow crowd.] 


THE Present. Well, it has just been great to be in 
Peachtree High School. I can’t remember a more respon- 
sive audience, an audience that had better questions, and 
I am deeply grateful that all of you came and were willing 
to hear it over a PA system. I regret, of course, that all of 
you couldn’t be where you could have heard and seen at 
the same time, so I think in all equity maybe we ought to 
let maybe two or four questions come from all of you. 


“THE FINAL DAYS” 


Q. I wonder if you would be willing or able to con- 
firm any of the allegations by Bernstein and Woodward 
about the condition of your predecessor in the last few 
weeks of his term in office? 

THE Preswent. The question is, can I confirm or 
deny any of the allegations in the Woodward and Bern- 
stein book concerning my predecessor. 

The only things I can confirm or deny are my personal 
observations and, in my experiences in those last 2 or 3 
weeks, I would categorically deny any of the charges as 
far as I could tell. And therefore, I won’t expand my 
comments beyond that, because you asked me what I 
know and all I know is what I have said—that I did not 
see any evidence of the things that they allege in that 
book. 


U.S. PARTICIPATION IN THE UNITED NATIONS 


Q. Since the United Nations is controlled mostly by 
our enemies, don’t you think we could withdraw from the 
United Nations? 

THE PRESIDENT. The question is, do I think we should 
withdraw from the United Nations? 

I respectfully disagree with that. In my opinion, you 
have 140-some nations in there at the present time. It isa 
body where if we continue to do what is right and stand 
up and fight for what is right, such as Pat Moynihan did 
and as Bill Scranton is doing now, I think we will get 
things done the way we want them done. 

If we leave it and let them do it, you have no influence, 
no impact whatsoever, and I have never found you can 
win many ballgames by sitting on the sidelines. I think 
you have to get in and play in it, and that is where we 
ought to be. 


POSSIBILITY OF NATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE 


Q. Is there any chance of a national health insurance 
program that is equitable to everybody being passed? 

THE Preswenr. The question is, is there any possibility 
of an equitable, fair national health insurance program 
being enacted? 

I don’t believe there is any possibility in 1976. I have 
for the last 10 years—8 of those while I was a Member 
of Congress—seen half a dozen to a dozen various national 
health insurance programs recommended by Senator 
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Kennedy and the American Medical Association, the 
American Hospital Association—well, you name it. They 
all had their own plan. 

I have seen none that in my judgment we could afford 
today. I have seen none that I think Congress would 
enact. I see none that have yet balanced out the equities 
between the doctor and patient relationship on the one 
hand, the cost to the Government on the other, and the 
bureaucracy problems on another. Well, there are a whole 
lot of other plans. 

So, to answer your questions, there has been no una- 
nimity on any program that I have seen that would 
result in enactment in the foreseeable future. 

Now, I would like to add one feature, and this doesn’t 
mean I am for a particular national health insurance 
program because I am not. But I have become deeply 
concerned over the last few years for what we call cata- 
strophic illness, and how families, even well-to-do families, 
can carry the burden and the cost of an extended illness, 
or a very extended illness. And I have seen some very 
tragic cases, and I suspect many people in this audience 
have seen families of friends, of neighbors, of relatives 
where a tragedy of that kind has taken place. 

I have recommended to the Congress that we attack 
that problem in Medicare and Medicaid, because that 
would at least relieve the financial burdens of those people 
who have had a serious catastrophic illness, and there is 
no way, except in the most minute cases, where a family 
can carry the costs that we now have in those instances. 

Q. Doesn’t that go for all persons over the age of 65? 

THE Present. In the program that I recommended, 
that is correct. 

Q. What about the other people? 

THE PRESENT. Well, we have to do what we can in 
steps, and this is the area—and there are about 3 to 4 
million of them, so it is not an inconsequential step. But 
it is a step that I think we could handle in the first step of 
trying to do something affirmative. 

One more. Somebody in the middle here. 


ALL-VOLUNTEER ARMED FORCE 


Q. An all-volunteer service seems to be coming under 
some question now. Some Members of Congress have 
recently raised the additional question of whether we 
should go back to some sort of draft system. Would you 
comment on that, please? 

THe Presment. I have long been an advocate, prior 
to and still am, of the all-volunteer military force. I think 
it has worked well. We are able today to satisfy the needs 
of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines at a total 
active duty strength of 2,100,000 by an all-volunteer mili- 
tary force. I believe that in peacetime—and we are at 
peace—we can have and use, and use effectively, an all- 


volunteer military force. It cuts down your training base; 
you get people to stay in longer; you don’t have the same 
turnover. You have to pay them more, and you have to 
have better fringe benefits, so to speak, but in the long 
run it is the right way. 

Now if we went up to 4 million on active duty for the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines, as one individual 
in this country is advocating—I guess, because he says the 
Soviet Union has 4 million in their active duty; therefore, 
we ought to have 4 million—now I don’t agree with that. 
But if you went from 2 million to 4 million, you would 
undoubtedly have to have selective service or the draft. 

I think we can have a first class Army, Navy, Air Force, 
and Marines, and have it under an all-volunteer concept. 
You will have a more alert, you will have a better trained, 
you will have a career force, and it will be a better military 
organization. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:10 p.m. 


Citizens’ Advisory Council 
on the Status of Women 


The President’s Remarks Upon Receiving the 
Council’s Annual Report. April 24, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Senator Saiki. I have had 
an opportunity to scan this and I certainly want to con- 
gratulate you and all of the other ladies for the contribu- 
tions that have been made in the analysis of the progress 
that has been made, both educational, economic, as well 
as legal, in the status of women. 

We have got a lot more to do, but the Citizens Advis- 
ory Committee has made a great contribution, and I am 
sure in the months ahead those contributions will be multi- 
plied many, many times. 

I regret very much that Mrs. Gutwillig could not be 
here, but I understand that her husband is ill and we 
certainly wish to her, as well as to her husband, a rapid 
and full recovery. 

I did notice one thing that bothered me—not what you 
all have done, but a problem that you raise—a problem 
in the variations in the handling of pension problems in 
the various Federal agencies. This is something that I 
think must be clarified. I think it is a problem that must 
be resolved, and I strongly hope that your group will make 
specific recommendations. I have asked the appropriate 
agency in the Federal Government to look into it, to study 
it and to make recommendations to me. It is a matter that 
must be resolved in order to provide equality and I think 
equity as far as women are concerned. 
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I hope and trust that when we get this report next year 
that it will show increased progress—the kind that has been 
made over the last 5 years. It is significant, but I think 
we have to do better. 

I thank all of you for the fine job that you have done. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 12:06 p.m. in the Rose Garden at the 


White House. 
The report is entitled “Women in 1975” (Government Printing 


Office, 142 pp.). 


Import Relief and Adjustment 
Assistance 
Executive Order 11913. April 26, 1976 


COLLECTION OF INFORMATION FOR IMPORT RELIEF AND 
ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Consti- 
tution and statutes of the United States of America, in- 
cluding Section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1332(g)), and as President of the 
United States of America, in order to reduce the report- 
ing burden with respect to the collection of information 
pursuant to Title II of the Trade Act of 1974 (88 Stat. 
2011, 19 U.S.C. 2251 et seq.) and consistent with Chap- 
ter 35 of Title 44 of the United States Code, it is hereby 
ordered as follows: 

SecTION 1. Whenever the United States International 
Trade Commission, in connection with investigations pur- 
suant to Section 201 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 
2251), collects factual data from firms on their sales, pro- 
duction, employment, and financial experience, the Com- 
mission shall provide such information to the Secretaries 
of Commerce and Labor. 

Sec. 2. The Secretaries of Commerce and Labor shall 
ensure that the factual data, received pursuant to Sec- 
tion 1, are used solely for the performance of their func- 
tions pursuant to Sections 264 and 224, respectively, of 
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2354 and 2274). 

GeraLp R. Forp 
The White House, 
April 26,1976. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 10:06 a.m., 
April 27, 1976] 
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Budget Deferrals 


The President’s Message to the Congress Transmitting 
Revisions to Two Deferrals. April 26, 1976 


To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the Impoundment Control Act of 
1974, I report revisions to two deferrals previously trans- 
mitted. 

A deferral for the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare’s overseas program of scientific activities has 
been increased by $10.7 million. In compliance with a 
court order, another revenue sharing payment—this one 
for $18.7 million—to the city of Chicago has been de- 
ferred by the Department of the Treasury. 

The details of each revised deferral are contained in 
the attached reports. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
April 26, 1976. 


NOTE: The attachments detailing the revised deferrals are printed 
in the Federal Register of April 29, 1976. 


Chamber of Commerce of 
the United States 


The President’s Remarks to the 64th Annual Meeting of 
the Chamber. April 26, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Mr. Morrison, Mr. Lesher, 
distinguished members and guests of the Chamber of 
Commerce: 

It was exactly one year ago less a couple of days, that 
we last met here in Constitution Hall. There were dire 
predictions by distinguished labor and political leaders 


_ that we were headed pellmell into a deep depression, that 


unemployment would soon exceed 10 percent, and that 
only massive Federal action could avert calamity. 

Not all of us knew then, but most experts now agree that 
was the very time we hit the bottom of the worst reces- 
sion in 40 years. Between last April and May, things 
turned around and began getting better instead of worse. 

Consider what has happened since our last meeting. 
The rate of inflation has been cut more than half, and for 
the last 3 months has held steady at an annual rate of 2.9 
percent. The personal spendable income of American 
families increased by $100 billion. Farm income is at an 
all-time high, and so is production. 

The gross national product rose during the first quar- 
ter of this year at an annual rate of 7.5 percent. While a 
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yar ago it was over $1.4 trillion dollars, today it is es- 
timated at over $1.6 trillion dollars. Total retail sales 
are up more than 17 percent. Automobile sales are up 70 
percent Over a year ago. Food sales are up more than 9 
percent. General merchandise is up 13 percent. 

Today, more Americans are gainfully employed than 
eer before in the 200 years of our national history, a 
total of 86,700,000 at latest reckoning. That means 
2600,000 more men and women are working today than 
when we met a year ago. 

Unemployment is down from a national rate of nearly 
9 percent in May of 1975, to 714 percent—-still much too 
high, but moving in the right direction. 

In short, instead of meeting in the gloomy depths of a 
recession, we are assembled this spring in the full surge of 
economic recovery. Rather than wondering how much 
worse things will get, today we see every sign confirming 
and reconfirming that,a strong and stable prosperity is 
returning across this great land. 

The index of consumer confidence is double what it was 
ayear ago. New factory orders have risen from $77 to $90 
billion. Individuals and businesses are spending and in- 
vesting their money with faith instead of fear. There has 
been an explosive release of pent-up energy in the private 
economy. 

America’s future looks brighter day by day. Everything 
that is supposed to be going up is going up, and everything 
that is supposed to be going down is going down. And all 
this has happened because the American people did not 
panic, because the great American system of free enter- 
prise is working. It is being allowed to work without mas- 
sive doses of the wrong medicine prescribed by political 
quick fixes for far, far too many years. It is working even 
better than I had hoped when I put my faith in the vital- 
ity of private initiative at the onset of this recession. 

You are here as representatives of millions and millions 
of Americans who believe in private initiative and the free 
economic system. You are the people who made it work, 
and I congratulate you for it. I thank you and salute you 
for what you have done in the past 12 months. 

But I am not here to celebrate with you a battle that 
has been won; I am here to tell you the battle has only 
begun. We have just begun to fight for the full recovery 
and lasting prosperity that can be ours, with benefits ever 
more widely shared among the American people, only if 
we continue on the straight and narrow course which we 
are now following. 

There are many, many hazards for the helmsman on 
that course. On the one side lies inflation, whose cruel 
tocks have scuttled many great nations of the past. We 
have halted the runaway, double-digit inflation that pre- 
vailed when I became President 21 months ago. 

There are encouraging signs monthly that we are hold- 
ing inflationary pressures down. But today we face a 
tougher test—sustaining the economic recovery that has 


begun and insuring steady, stable growth without starting 
another cycle of inflationary boom that leads inevitably to 
another recessionary bust. 

On the other side looms the dread shoals of unemploy- 
ment. It never did reach the 10 percent, but the unem- 
ployment rate is still severe, especially among younger 
workers, minorities in certain key industries in metropoli- 
tan areas. 

The statistics are improving, but the corrosive effect of 
joblessness cannot be comprehended by statistics alone. 
Unemployment affects peoples’ pride, their hope, their 
whole attitude toward the free society and the political 
system whose 200th birthday we celebrate this year. 

Clearly, the creation of an economic climate in which 
every American who wants to work has a good job is— 
along with the safety and the security of our Nation in a 
dangerous world—a primary concern of every citizen; 
certainly, it is mine. 

But putting America back to work is not a job for the 
President alone or for the Congress alone, though some- 
times Senators and Congressmen seem to think they can 
abolish unemployment by passing new laws such as the 
dangerously deceptive Humphrey-Hawkins bill now pend- 
ing in the Congress. 

This Humphrey-Hawkins bill, for which the Congress 
has budgeted start-up money, is a classic exumple of the 
way the misguided majority in recent Congresses reacts. 
Anything that seems wrong with the economy the Federal 
Government must rush in and fix, mainly by spending 
more and more billions and billions of dollars. 

This vast election year boondoggle would decree that 
unemployment must be no higher than 3 percent at the 
end of 4 years. Never mind that this recession will long be 
forgotten by then. If not enough private jobs are available, 
the Federal Government will be required by law to con- 
jure up make-work jobs. 

How much would all of this cost? How long such public 
payroll jobs would continue? What the added inflation- 
ary impact would be really defies rational calculation. 
Never mind the law would get the Federal Government 
deeper and deeper and deeper into social and economic 
planning on a national scale unprecedented in all our 
history. 

Obviously, I am against the Humphrey-Hawkins bill. 
Instead, I have proposed tax reductions and other tax in- 
centives to create more and better jobs in private 
enterprise. Some were enacted last year and are obviously 
working. Others are languishing in the Congress and 
should be passed promptly to accelerate employment in 
hard-hit areas. 

My budget provides funds to support adequate un- 
employment insurance and proven job training programs 
until every American who wants to work can find it. The 
difference between by approach and that of the Congress 
couldn’t be more clear-cut, and I am delighted, I am 
glad, to join the issue with them. 
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Putting America back to work is a challenge for all of 
us who really believe in the free economic system of pri- 
vate enterprise that has developed over 200 years in the 
free political environment of this country. 

Preventing a resurgence of inflation as recovery pro- 
ceeds and our economy expands is also a challenge for 
each and every one of us. To succeed demands nothing 
less than a reversal of the political trends of recent decades 
which have brought continuous growth of Federal spend- 
ing, higher deficits, more borrowing, and an ever-increas- 
ing economic role for the Government at the expense of 
the private economy. 

This is perhaps the decisive issue of our Bicentennial 
Year, and this issue is being very clearly drawn on Capi- 
tol Hill even as our economic recovery continues. 

The best place to examine this issue now, before it be- 
comes wildly exaggerated in election year oratory, is in 
the Federal budgets for fiscal vear 1977, which begins 
next October 1, as proposed by the President and by the 
Congress. 

This year, for the first time, there is not one Federal 
budget recommendation, but two—mine, as President, 
and the congressional budget as adopted by the House 
and by the Senate. The Senate has set its tentative target 
figures, and the House is scheduled to act on it this 
week. Since the two budget committees’ recommendations 
differ very slightly, I will refer to the completed Senate 
version. 

As businessmen and businesswomen you know some- 
thing about the budgetary process. You know that a 
budget is sort of a real world substitute for a crystal ball, 
a careful compilation of current decisions and best esti- 
mates that determines the way we want to go in the 
future for this country. 

Using dollar figures, it fixes priorities in every area of 
public policy. These budgets are far more realistic and 
revealing than political party platforms ever were. My 
budget and the budget this Congress is about to adopt 
set forth in stark contrast the differences between the 
way I want to go and the way they want to go. 

In providing funds for new military weapons and over- 
all national security needs, an area of the Federal budget, 
that Congress has systematically shortchanged by $50 
billion over the past decade, the preliminary congres- 
sional figures are substantially the same as the record $114 
billion defense budget I recommended in January. 

On this point, for the past 3 months I have worked 
with the Congress and on the Congress, and I am glad 
they are finally getting the word. The American people 
want the finest Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines that 
money can buy, and they don’t want our unsurpassed 
power for peace to become a political football this year. 

I am encouraged by the Congress’ reflection on this 
concern, but there are plenty of other differences between 
Congress’ budget and mine. They want to spend $413 


billion next year. I propose $396 billion, saving $17 bij. 
lion in unneeded Federal expenditures. Also, their budget 
authorizes over the long term, $455 billion in new spend. 
ing; mine would hold this commitment to $433 billion, 
again saving $22 billion. 

Congress hopes to increase Federal 1977 revenues by 
$2 billion, but won’t say how. I want to cut Federal jp. 
come taxes on July | by another $10 billion. Congres 
wants to increase the fiscal 1977 deficit by $7.2 billion 
over my budget figure, bringing the national debt to over 
$725 billion. My budget would cut the rate of growth of 
Federal spending in half, looking toward a balanced 
budget in fiscal year 1977 (1979). 

Simply stated, the budget proposed hy the Congress is 
another blueprint for Federal spending, more and more of 
it, bigger Federal programs, higher taxes, and going 
deeper and deeper into debt. My budget is a balanced 
plan to cut in half the growth rate of Federal spending, 
which has run about $50 billion annually in recent year, 
to further reduce taxes, and to start reducing the role of 
the Federal Government in everybody’s life. 

If my plan is followed, we can have a balanced Federa! 
budget and further tax reductions by fiscal year 1979. If 
the Congress has its way, there is every reason to expect 
that our present recovery will be followed by a new round 
of inflation and then another recession with higher un- 
employment, in the same old roller coaster pattern of the 
postwar years. 

Last October, I warned all Americans that we were at 
a crossroads in our history, that we must decide whether 
to continue on the path toward bigger government, higher 
taxes, and higher inflation, or choose a new direction— 
halting the growth of government, restoring prosperity, 
and allowing individuals a greater and greater voice in 
their own future. My State of the Union and Budget Mes 
sages in January provided the details of the new direction 
that I proposed. 

Now, in its budget process, the Congress has also come 
to the crossroad and it looks like Congress will deliberately 
decide to stick to the old road, a road that leads inevitably 
to ruin. 

I supported the idea of a congressional budget proces 
in the Congress, and I welcome it as President. This year, 
each Member of the House and Senate and all committees 
are compelled to consider the Federal budget as a whole 
and to apportion expenditures in some relation to expected 
revenues and tolerable deficits. This is the way Presidents 
and taxpayers have always had to consider their budgets. 

The new law that requires Congress to impose fiscal 
limits on itself, while it is authorizing and appropriating 
money certainly should produce a greater measure of It 
sponsibility than the time-honored rule of tax and tay, 
spend and spend, elect and elect. At least I hope it will. 

I welcome the contrasting approaches so clearly revealed 
in the two budget proposals—Congress’ and mine. Tht 
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upcoming battle of the budget is a crucial showdown and, 
with the support of the American people, I mean to fight 
itout if it takes all summer and more and more vetoes. 

So far, I have vetoed 48 bills sent to me by this Con- 

and 39 of my vetoes have been sustained which, 
incidentally, has saved the American taxpayers some $13 
billion. Let me say, there are plenty of more vetoes where 
those came from. 

But more important, my position is plain and my budget 
proposals are precise. The way to sustain economic growth 
is to encourage our free, private economy to expand, to 
modernize, to produce more goods at lower prices. The 
way to create more jobs and reach full employment is 
through the private enterprises, where five out of the six 
jobs are found. These are real rewarding, permanent jobs 
with a purpose and with a future. 

Futhermore, the position of the majority in the Con- 
gress is plain and their budget priorities are precise. They 
believe that more direct Federal intervention in our eco- 
nomic recovery is required to keep it going. They believe 
higher Federal spending on a host of social programs will 
simulate a more rapid recovery and that the Govern- 
ment should provide jobs for everybody if private em- 
ployers don’t do it fast enough. 

Somehow, the congressional majority still believes, if 
their budget can be our guide, that continued massive 
Federal deficits and borrowings need not be inflationary. 
Perhaps now that the cost of living has stopped skyrocket- 
ing, what they are really telling us is that just a little more 
inflation is good for you. Well, you know and I know 
they are dead wrong. 

These economic theories have been wrong for years; 
they are wrong now, and we are about to prove how 
wrong they are. Every economic indicator says we are on 
the right course. I don’t intend to be sidetracked now. But 
we Americans are practical people. We are interested in 
results. 

The American people won’t conclude the Congress is 
wrong in its economic approach just because I say it is 
or you say it is. The American people want more and 
better jobs, with paychecks that are worth as much next 
week as they were last week. Two hundred and fifteen 
million Americans want unemployment to come down 
and inflation to stay down. 

Congress says the answer is another quick fix like the 
Humphrey-Hawkins approach. You and I know that 
won’t work. 

I will do my part, but the answer is up to you. You 
are the real job-makers. I call upon you and millions 
like you who believe in the free enterprise system to go 
home and put more and more and more Americans back 
to work. I call upon you and millions of other Americans 
to demand that Congress help control inflation by cutting 
Federal spending and returning more tax dollars to the 
people who earned them. 


I challenge the businessmen and businesswomen of 
America and all the productive people of this great coun- 
try to roll up your sleeves and show the world that our 
great free enterprise system is still hale and hearty in this 
Bicentennial Year and for the future. If we fail now, we 
may never get another chance. 

Thank you very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:23 a.m. at Constitution Hall. In 
his opening remarks, he referred to Clinton Morrison, chairman of 


the executive committee, and Richard L. Lesher, president, Chamber 
of Commerce of the United States. 


Women in Government 


The President’s Remarks at a Briefing for Women in 
Top Level Government Positions. April 26, 1976 


It is nice to see you all this morning. I just came from 
giving a speech over at the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. 
I like the intimate kind of meetings rather than the big, 
massive audience like we had over there. It gives me a 
chance to speak without any notes and to not have to 
read a text. So, let me just say a few words in general 
without the benefit of any text or written comments. 

First, I want to congratulate each and every one of 
you for having achieved an outstanding position in our 
Federal Government. I am very, very pleased as I look 
around the room to see the number as well as the 
quality. 

I was noticing the other day that this administration 
has 14 percent of the top jobs filled by women, which I 
am told is an all-time high as far as administrations are 
concerned. So, it wasn’t done other than on the basis of 
quality, and I congratulate each and every one of you for 
having earned that opportunity to serve your Govern- 
ment and to serve our people. 

I was meeting last week with the Citizens’ Advisory 
Committee [Council] on the Status of Women. I always 
have a little trouble getting that series of words together. 
But anyhow I read their report, which does indicate that 
we have made substantial progress. But I think on the 
other hand, it likewise points out that we’ve got a great 
deal more area of or target of opportunity. 

There have been substantial increases among women 
serving in elective office, appointive office in the executive, 
the legislative and the judicial branch, but we have a long 
way to go. And I pledge to you that I will continue what 
we have tried to do, which is to appoint. to nominate more 
and more women, because the performance that you have 
all given to this Government certainly deserves that others 
should be following in your footsteps. 

I look with great pride that we’ve got Carla Hills in 
the Cabinet and Betty Murphy in the NLRB and Anne 
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Armstrong and a number of others in the Diplomatic 
Corps and a number of you, as I see, in the military and 
other civilian capacities. 

You are doing an outstanding job, and by the fact that 
you are, it gives us good reason to see that opportunities 
for others are multiplied. What it really does, I think, is 
open the door, the door that was hard to open in the first 
instance. It opens a door that, in effect, invites other tal- 
ented people like yourselves to move in and help us in the 
many tough and difficult jobs that we have both here at 
home as well as abroad. 

You have shown us that it can be done. The door is 
open for literally hundreds and hundreds of others to fol- 
low. And I am sure, as we move ahead, we will do this in 
the way that it should be done, which means more and 
more jobs for those like you. 

Congratulations, thank you, and the very best to you. 
NOTE: The President spoke at 10:52 a.m. in the State Dining Room 


at the White House to the group of women who were attending a 
briefing by administration officials. 


Drug Abuse 


The President’s Remarks Upon Signing His Message 
to the Congress. April 27, 1976 


For nearly a year, I have been devoting increasing at- 
tention to a problem which strikes at the very heart of 
our national well-being—drug abuse. I have initiated and 
then endorsed a major study of this issue. I have met with 
foreign heads of state, Members of Congress, and Mem- 
bers of my Cabinet to express my deep concern and the 
need for action, and I have publicly spoken about this as 
one of the most serious and tragic problems our country 
faces. 

Today I am sending to the Congress a special message 
on drug abuse which outlines, in very frank terms, the 
severity of this problem and which proposes definitive 
steps which must be taken to meet the challenge posed 
by the worsening drug situation. 

I am requesting the Congress to enact specific legisla- 
tion to improve our ability to put the traffickers who sell 
drugs into prison. I am also calling for a renewed com- 
mitment to a program that balances the law enforcement 
effort with the provisions of humane and effective treat- 
ment for drug users. 

Finally, since our ability to control the supply of illegal 
drugs in this country depends to a very large degree on 
the interest and the capability of foreign governments in 
controlling drugs which originate in or move through 
their territory, I renew this Government’s commitment to 
providing support for foreign allies in this fight. 

With the combined efforts of the executive branch, the 


Congress, State and local government, and the private 
sector, we can control drug abuse. 

Now that the problem is worsening, we must not shrink 
from this challenge but rather redouble our efforts at all 
levels to provide the leadership and resources to reverse 
the trend. 

At this time I will sign the two messages, to the House 
as well as to the Senate. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:15 a.m. in the Oval Office at 
the White House. 


Drug Abuse 


The President’s Message to the Congress Outlining 
Executive Actions and Legislative Proposals. 
April 27, 1976 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I address this message to the Congress on a matter which 
strikes at the very heart of our national well-being—drug 
abuse. 

The cost of drug abuse to this Nation is staggering. 
More than 5,000 Americans die each year from the im- 
proper use of drugs. Law enforcement officials estimate 
that as much as one half of all “street crime’—robberies, 
muggings, burglaries—are committed by drug addicts to 
support their expensive and debilitating habits. In simple 
dollar terms, drug abuse costs us up to $17 billion a year. 

But these statistics—ominous as they are—reflect only 
a part of the tragic toll which drug abuse exacts. For every 
young person who dies of a drug overdose, there are 
thousands who do not die but who are merely going 
through the motions of living. They sit in classrooms with- 
out learning. They grow increasingly isolated from family 
and friends. At a time when they should be preparing for 
the future, they are “copping out” on the present. 

The problem, moreover, is not limited to youth or to 
the disadvantaged. It extends to citizens of all ages and 
all walks of life—from the housewife to the college pro- 
fessor. The cumulative effect is to diminish the quality and 
vitality of our community life; to weaken the fabric of our 
Nation. 

When this problem exploded into the national con- 
sciousness in the late 1960’s, the response of the Federal 
Government was swift and vigorous. Federal spending on 
a comprehensive program to control drug abuse grew 
from less than $100 million in 1969 to over three-quarters 
of a billion in 1974; specialized agencies like the Drug En- 
forcement Administration and the National Institute on 

Drug Abuse were created; and international diplomatic 
efforts to mobilize the assistance of foreign governments in 
a world-wide attack on drug trafficking were intensified. 
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With the help of State and local governments, com- 
munity groups and our international allies in the battle 
inst narcotics, we were able to make impressive prog- 
ress in combatting the drug menace. So much so that by 
mid-1973 many were convinced that we had “turned the 
corner” on the drug abuse problem. 

Unfortunately, while we had won an important vic- 
tory, we had not wor the war on drugs. By 1975, it was 
dear that drug use was increasing, that the gains of prior 
years were being lost, that in human terms, narcotics had 
become a national tragedy. Today, drug abuse constitutes 
aclear and present threat to the health and future of our 
Nation. 

The time has come to launch a new and more aggres- 
sive campaign to reverse the trend of increasing drug 
abuse in America. And this time we must be prepared to 
stick with the task for as long as necessary. 

Because of my deep concern about this problem and my 
personal commitment to do something about it, last year I 
directed the Domestic Council to undertake a thorough 
review and assessment of the adequacy of the Federal 
drug program. That review, which culminated in the 
publication of the White Paper on Drug Abuse, has 
helped tremendously to refocus and revitalize the Federal 
effort. We have made substantial progress in implement- 
ing the many sound recommendations contained in the 
White Paper, but more needs to be done. 

And more will be done. The first need for stronger 
action is against the criminal drug trafficker. These mer- 
chants of death, who profit from the misery and suffering 
of others, deserve the full measure of national revulsion. 
They should be the principal focus of our law enforce- 
ment activities—at the Federal, State and local level. In 
this regard, I am pleased to note that arrests by Federal 
law enforcement officers of major drug traffickers are up 
substantially over previous years. However, the progress 
we have made in improving our ability to apprehend these 
traffickers will be lost unless major changes are made in 
the way our criminal justice system deals with drug 
traffickers after arrest. 

Justice Department statistics show that one out of every 
four persons convicted of trafficking in heroin received no 
prison sentence at all. One out of every three received a 
sentence of less than three years. And since convicted 
traffickers are eligible for parole upon the completion of 
one-third of their sentence, even those who received 
longer sentences rarely served more than a few years. 

I believe this is wrong. It is wrong for the criminals who 
profit by selling drugs, it is wrong for the victims of drugs, 
and it is wrong for our system of justice. Laws which per- 
mit traffickers to go free to prey again on society should be 
changed. These criminals must know with certainty that, 
if convicted, they will go to jail for a substantial period of 
time. Only then will the risk of apprehension be a deter- 
rent rather than just another cost of doing business. 


Accordingly, I will submit to the Congress this week 
legislation which will require mandatory minimum prison 
sentences for persons convicted of trafficking in heroin 
and similar narcotic drugs. Sentences under this legislation 
would be at least three years for a first offense and at least 
six years for subsequent offenses or for selling to a minor. 

I want to emphasize that the purpose of this proposal 
is not to impose vindictive punishment but to protect 
society from those who prey upon it and to deter others 
who might be tempted to sell drugs. Considering the ter- 
rible human toll that drug addiction takes and the extent 
to which it contributes to more and more crime, it is a 
matter of high priority that Congress make our laws more 
effective in curbing drug traffic. 

Another serious problem with current Federal law is 
that even the most notorious drug traffickers are usually 
released on bail soon after arrest. The bail is often small 
and the profits from drug trafficking are large, so raising 
and then forfeiting the bail is just another cost of doing 
business. A 1974 Justice Department study shows that 48 
percent—nearly one out of two—of a sample of individ- 
uals arrested for trafficking in narcotics were implicated 
in post-arrest drug trafficking while out on bail. Other 
studies show that approximately one-fourth of all bail- 
jumpers in drug cases are aliens who were caught smug- 
gling drugs into the country. These offenders simply flee to 
their homelands upon posting bail. There, they serve as 
walking advertisements for international traffickers at- 
tempting to recruit other couriers. 

This, too, is wrong. Therefore, in addition to asking 
Congress to establish mandatory minimum sentences, I 
shall submit to Congress legislation that would enable 
judges to deny bail if a defendant arrested for trafficking 
heroin or dangerous drugs is found (1) to have previously 
been convicted of a drug felony; (2) to be presently free 
on parole; (3) to be a non-resident alien; (4) to have 
been arrested in possession of a false passport; or (5) to 
be a fugitive or previously convicted of having been a 
fugitive. 

Next, the Federal government must act to take the easy 
profits out of drug selling. 

We know that tremendous amounts of money are ille- 
gally taken out of the country each day, either to purchase 
drugs or to transfer profits made by selling drugs to safe 
and secret bank accounts abroad. To prevent this money 
from being smuggled out of the country, I will ask Con- 
gress to grant to the U.S. Customs Service the authority 
to search persons suspected of smuggling money out of 
the country as Customs now has the authority to search 
for contraband entering the country. 

I shall ask Congress to pass legislation requiring the for- 
feiture of cash or other personal property found in the 
possession of a narcotics violator—where it is determined 
that it was used or was intended for use in connection with 
an illegal drug transaction. 
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I shall ask Congress to change provisions of the law 
which allow the seizure of vehicles, boats and aircraft used 
to smuggle drugs. At present, these may be seized by ad- 
ministrative action only if the value of the property is less 
than $2,500; otherwise action by a Federal judge is 
necessary. 

This $2,500 limitation is out of date and must be 
changed. Therefore, I shall ask Congress to raise to 
$10,000 the ceiling for administrative forfeitures. This 
will not only make law enforcement against traffickers 
more swift and more effective but it will also help to re- 
lieve court congestion. 

I shall ask Congress to tighten the provisions of the law 
relating to small privately owned boats reporting to Cus- 
toms after their arrival. At present, the masters of these 
vessels have 24 hours to report their arrival to Customs— 
and that is ample time to unload contraband. I shall ask 
Congress to pass legislation requiring such vessels to report 
to Customs immediately upon their arrival. 

I call on Congress also to ratify an existing treaty for 
the international control of synthetic drugs. 

Over the past fifty years the major nations of the world 
have worked out treaty arrangements for the international 
control of drugs with a natural base, such as opiates and 
cocaine. But no similar arrangements exist for the control 
of synthetic drugs—such as barbiturates, amphetamines 
and tranquilizers; and the abuse of these synthetic drugs 
is a growing problem which is now almost as serious as 
the abuse of heroin in the United States. 

Five years ago the United States played a major role 
in the preparation of the 1971 Convention on Psycho- 
tropic Substances, a treaty to deal with international 
traffic in synthetic drugs. But the Senate has not yet rati- 
fied this treaty, and Congress has not yet passed the 
enabling legislation. 

The delay in U.S. ratification of the Convention has 
been an embarrassment to us. Moreover, it has made it 


extremely difficult for us to urge other countries to tighten 


controls on natural-based narcotic substances, when we 
appear unwilling to extend international controls to 
amphetamines, barbiturates and other psychotropic drugs 
which are produced here in the United States. 

So far, I have emphasized the need for additional leg- 
islation and Ccngressional action. 

But there are Executive actions which I can take and 
I am today doing so. 

The Federal program to control drug abuse is as diverse 
as any in government, involving some seven Cabinet 
departments and seventeen agencies. It is vitally impor- 
tant that the efforts of these departments and agencies be 
integrated into an effective overall program but that 
responsibiliy for specific program management rest with 
the appropriate departments and agencies. 

Accordingly, I am today establishing two new Cabinet 
committees—one for drug law enforcement and the other 
for drug abuse prevention, treatment and rehabilitation. 


The Cabinet Committee for Drug Law Enforcement 
will consist of the Attorney General as chairman and the 
Secretaries of the Treasury and Transportation. The Cab. 
inet Committee on Drug Abuse Prevention, Treatment 
and Rehabilitation will consist of the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare as chairman, the Secretary of 
Defense, the Secretary of Labor and the Administrator 
of the Veterans Administration. I charge the Attorney 
General and the Secretary of HEW, as chairmen of these 
committees, with responsibility for oversight and coordi- 
nation at all Federal activities within their respective 
areas. 


In carrying out his responsibilities as Chairman of the 
new Cabinet Committee on Drug Abuse Prevention, 
Treatment and Rehabilitation, the Secretary of HEW 
should give particular attention to developing expanded 
vocational rehabilitation opportunities for drug addicts, 
Experience has shown that treatment alone is not enough. 
Unless something is done to alter the fundamental condi- 
tions which led the individual to seek escape through drug 
use, a relapse is likely. A job, with the dignity and self- 
esteem it brings, is essential to help the individual re-enter 
the mainstream of American life. Further, the Secretary 
of HEW and the Attorney General will work together to 
develop plans for improving the coordination between the 
drug abuse treatment system and the criminal justice 
system. 

I am directing the Secretary of the Treasury to work 
with the Commissioner of the Internal Revenue, in con- 
sultation with the Attorney General and the Administra- 
tor of the Drug Abuse Enforcement Administration, to 
develop a tax enforcement program aimed at high-level 
drug traffickers. We know that many of the biggest drug 
dealers do not pay income taxes on the enormous profits 
they make on this criminal activity. I am confident that 
a responsible program can be designed which will promote 
effective enforcement of the tax laws against these indi- 
viduals who are currently violating these laws with 
impunity. 

No matter how hard we fight the problem of drug 
abuse at home, we cannot make really significant progres 
without the continued cooperation of foreign gover 
ments. This is because most dangerous narcotics are pr 
duced in foreign countries. Thus, our capability to deal 
with supplies of drugs available in the United States de 
pends largely on the interest and capability of foreign 
governments in controlling the production and shipment 
of illicit drugs. 

Many countries still see drug abuse as primarily an 
American problem and are unaware of the extent to which 
the problem is truly global in scope. Poorer nations find 
it difficult to justify the allocation of scarce resources 1 
deal with drug abuse in the face of many other pressing 
needs. Also, some opium producing countries lack effec 
tive control over, or access to, growing areas within their 
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boundaries and, thus, their efforts in drug control pro- 
gams are made more difficult. 

Still, we have been reasonably successful in enlisting 
the cooperation of foreign governments. We must now 
intensify diplomatic efforts at all levels in order to encour- 
age the greatest possible commitment from other govern- 
ments to this international problem. We must continue 
to provide technical and equipment assistance through 
cooperative enforcement efforts with U.S. agents sta- 
tioned overseas, all aimed at strengthening drug control 
organizations within foreign countries. And we must con- 
tinue to participate in building institutions and a system 
of international treaties which can provide a legal frame- 
work for an international response to this international 
problem. 

I have spoken personally to Presidents Echeverria of 
Mexico and Lopez-Michelsen of Colombia and with 
Prime Minister Demirel of Turkey in an effort to strength- 
en cooperation among all nations involved in the fight 
against illicit drug traffic. I intend to continue to urge 
foreign leaders to increase their efforts in this area. Attor- 
ney General Levi has recently discussed drug control prob- 
lems with the Attorney General of Mexico and Secretary 
of State Kissinger has discussed narcotic control efforts 
with senior officials in Latin America on his recent trip 
there. I have asked both of them, as well as our Ambassa- 
dor to the United Nations, William Scranton, to continue 
toexpand these important discussions. 

The reactions of the governments which we have ap- 
proached have been positive—there is a genuine and 
healthy air of mutual concern and cooperation between 
our countries and I am confident that our joint efforts will 
bring about a real reduction in drug trafficking into the 
United States. 

One recent example of the new awareness and com- 
mitment of foreign governments to this struggle deserves 
special mention. President Echeverria has written to in- 
form me of his intention to set up a cabinet level commis- 
sion to coordinate all law enforcement and drug treat- 
ment programs within Mexico and to suggest that his 
commission might periodically exchange information and 
ideas with a counterpart here. This proposal, which was 
the result of discussions between President Echeverria and 
concerned members of the United States Congress, stands 
4a clear signal that the Mexican government recognizes 
the need to build a coordinated response to the problem of 
drug abuse. I believe the periodic exchange of views on this 
matter between our two nations would be helpful. Accord- 
ingly, I am assigning responsibility for liaison with the 
Mexican Commission to the Cabinet Committee on Inter- 
national Narcotic Control and I am directing the Secretary 
of State, as Chairman of the CCINC to immediately form 
an executive committee to meet with its Mexican counter- 
Part to discuss ways in which our government can col- 

rate more effectively. We shall of course consult with 


concerned members of Congress as these efforts are car- 
ried on. 

Drug abuse is a national problem. Our national well- 
being is at stake. The Federal Government—the Con- 
gress, the Executive Branch and the Judicial Branch— 
State and local governments, and the private sector must 
work together in a new and far more aggressive attack 
against drugs. 

I pledge that the Federal Government will maintain the 
high priority which it has given this problem. We will 
strengthen our law enforcement efforts and improve our 
treatment and rehabilitation programs. With Congress’ 
help, we will close loopholes in our laws which permit 
traffickers to prey on our young; and we shall expect the 
courts to do their part. 

All of this will be of little use, however, unless the Amer- 
ican people rally and fight the scourge of drug abuse 
within their own communities and their own families. We 
cannot provide all the answers to young people in search 
of themselves, but we can provide a loving and a caring 
home; we can provide good counsel; and we can provide 
good communities in which to live. We can show through 
our own example that life in the United States is still very 
meaningful and very satisfying and very worthwhile. 

Americans have always stood united and strong against 
all enemies. Drug abuse is an enemy we can control but 
there must be a personal and a national dedication and 
commitment to the goal. 

If we try, we can be successful in the long run. I am 
convinced we can—and that we will. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
April 27, 1976. 


Outstanding Handicapped American 
of the Year Award 


The President’s Remarks Upon Presenting the Award 
at a Ceremony in the Rose Garden. April 27, 1976 


THe Presment. Let me say how pleased I am to have 
an opportunity to participate in making this award to 
Bill Kiser, of Winston-Salem, North Carolina, who has 
been picked as the Handicapped American of the Year. 

Bill, we congratulate you. I have looked over your rec- 
ord, and it is a record that any American would be very, 
very proud of. For a person to have achieved the great 
success that you have in the field of the news media—you 
have your own column, you have your own radio set-up— 
this is a great achievement, and all of us are very, very 
proud of you. 
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But I think as we look over your record and see the 
problems that you had from literally birth to the present 
time, it just is an inspiration to each and every one of us. 
I know that we have made a great many strides in, this 
country in providing incentives, in providing programs for 
the handicapped, but it is my impresssion that Bill Kiser 
would have made it on his own, regardless. And I think 
that’s what is exemplified in your character, in your tre- 
mendous effort, so you just deserve this award. And it is 
an award that should be an inspiration for all others who 
are handicapped to do as well as you have done and to 
set the example that you have set not only for this genera- 
tion but for those to come. 

I congratulate you. I am looking forward to reading 
your book and, in the meantime, we are very, very proud 
of you. 

I will give this on behalf of me, as President, to Gov- 
ernor Holshouser, and he will see to it that it is properly 
returned to you so you can have it among your many 
collections of rewards and achievements. 

Mr. Kiser. Thank you. 

Governor HotsuHouser. Mr. President, on behalf of 
those of us who are here from North Carolina, this is a 
very special moment. You and I, by the nature of our 
offices, have a lot of ceremonial kind of occasions, and 
yet this is one that comes very close to the heart. Watch- 
ing a man who has a brilliant mind and at the same time 
whose body is giving him some problems, and watching 
the achievements that he has made has simply been 
remarkable. 

I am very proud and honored that he has asked me to 
respond for him today in this regard. 

[At this point, Gov. James E. Holshouser, Jr., of North Carolina, 
read Mr. Kiser’s response as follows:] 

“Mr. President, thank you so very much for inviting me 
and my friends here today. You will readily see that I 
could have accomplished nothing without the help and 
support of countless individuals and organizations. Claude 
Myer, John Dalrymple, and the North Carolina Division 
of Vocational Rehabilitation have not only aided in every 
way they could, but have coordinated the efforts of others. 
The Federal-State Vocational Rehabilitation Program is 
working. Mrs. Ruth Ann Thompson, my Administrative 
Assistant, deserves a lion’s share of the credit. 

“As a token of my deep appreciation, I would like to 
share a copy of my book with you. Should you have a 
chance to read it, you will understand better what this 
award means to me. 

“In order to prevent my excommunication, please ac- 
cept greetings from my church, Knollwood Baptist, in 
Winston-Salem, with which I believe you are familiar. 

“Gratefully, Bill Kiser.” 

NoTE: The President spoke at 12:10 p.m. in the Rose Garden 


at the White House where he presented a plaque to Bill Kiser, of 
North Carolina. 


Department of the Interior 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Ronald G. Coleman To Be Assistant Secretary for 
Program Development and Budget. April 27, 1976 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Ronald G. Coleman, of Annandale, Va., to be an 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. His area of responsi. 
bility will be Program Development and Budget. He will 
succeed Royston C. Hughes. Mr. Coleman has been 
Executive Assistant to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. Coleman was born on November 14, 1935, in 
Royal Oak, Mich. He received his B.M.E. degree in 1958 
from General Motors Institute and his M.B.A. degree 
from the University of Michigan in 1959. 

In 1959, Mr. Coleman joined Texas Instruments, Inc., 
as manager of project control. He was a control analyst 
with Aerojet General Corp., during 1961-62. From 1962 
to 1964, he was with Doxiadis Associates in Athens, 
Greece as head of the organization department, prior to 
joining the accounting firm of Touche Ross & Co., of 
Detroit, Mich. He was Assistant Administrator for Admin- 
istration at the Small Business Administration in 1972, 
until his appointment at the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. Coleman is married to the former Paula Herrmann, 
and they have three children. They reside in Annandale, 
Va. 


Federal Election Commission 


Statement by the President Urging Congressional Action 
on Reconstituting the Commission. April 27, 1976 


On October 15, 1974, I signed into law the Federal 
Election Campaign Act Amendments of 1974, which 
made far-reaching changes in the laws affecting Federal 
elections in election campaign practices. This law created 
the Federal Election Commission to administer and en- 
force a comprehensive regulatory scheme for Federal 
campaigns. 

On January 30, 1976, the United States Supreme Court 
ruled that certain features of the new law were uncon- 
stitutional. The Court allowed a total of 50 days to “af 
ford Congress an opportunity to reconsititute the Com- 
mission by law.” 

On February 16th, I submitted legislation to recom 
stitute the Commission and urged Congress to enatl 
quickly this required change so it could continue to op 
erate through the 1976 election. This is the simple and 
fair thing to do. Instead, Congress has already spent ovet 
70 days in its attempt to amend the existing law in many 
unnecessary areas. 
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Because of this delay, campaigns which were planned 
in accordance with the funding and regulatory provisions 
of the election law now lack funds and lack ground rules. 
The complex changes in the draft conference bill can only 
introduce added uncertainty in the law and thus create 
confusion for the candidates in the present campaigns and 
jeopardize the conduct of this year’s Presidential election. 

Accordingly, I again urge the Congress to immediately 
pass the simple corrections mandated by the Supreme 
Court and proposed by me. The American people want 
and deserve an independent and effective election com- 
mission. There must be a fair and clear law on the books 
to guide the campaigns. All Presidential candidates need 
the funds which are blocked by the congressional inaction. 

A congressional conference committee is still working 
on the details of the Federal Election Commission leg- 
islation. This legislation could have a major impact on 
how Presidential elections are conducted in this country. 
This is not a subject that any President can treat lightly, 
and I will not commit myself to sign or veto until the Con- 
gress completes definitive action on the bill. 

There is no question that the congressional conferees 
can adopt a bill which I can quickly sign into law. They 
should avoid objectionable and highly controversial pro- 
visions by moving toward simple reconstitution suggested 
by the Supreme Court and proposed by me in February. 


Bossier City, Louisiana 


The President’s Remarks Upon Arrival at Barksdale 
Air Force Base. April 27, 1976 


Joe Waggonner, Governor Edwards, Congressman 
Breaux, General Hoban, Mayor Cathy, Mayor Allen, Mr. 
Shanley, all of these wonderful young people here, dis- 
linguished guests, ladies and gentlemen: 

Let me say at the outset that I am just delighted to be 
here and to participate in the 28th annual Holiday of 
Dixie Festival, and I am obviously very proud and very 
honored to be the first President of the United States to 
speak in the Shreveport-Bossier area. And I express my 
deepest appreciation for your wonderful, wonderful wel- 
come. 

I was very, very happy to be able to accept the invita- 
tion of Congressman Joe Waggonner to be with you dur- 
ing this festival. Joe is a very old and very dear friend of 
mine, a former colleague of mine, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. And over the years that we were associated 
with one another, I highly respected his advice, his assist- 
ance, which has been invaluable to me while I was in the 
Congress, as well as in the White House. 


Joe, I thank you for this friendship, as well as this 
assistance. 

May I say to your great Governor, I likewise appreciate 
his friendship and his help and assistance and he has been 
helpful not only as your Governor, but when we served to- 
gether in the House of Representatives. 

To John Breaux, who I have known for a shorter pe- 
riod of time, I say to all of you he is in the mold of the 
fine congressional delegation that you have representing 
you from the great State of Louisiana. 

As I look from way down there to way down there, I 
can’t express adequately or sufficiently well the gratitude 
and appreciation that I have for all of you coming here, 
the younger people, the older people, just all of you. 
It is nice to get out of Washington once in a while and 
see the American people like this. 

Barksdale Air Force Base stands as a shining example 
of national security at its very best and as a tall, tall 
monument to the cooperative efforts of the citizens of this 
area and of the military. As the home of the Strategic Air 
Command’s 8th Air Force, Barksdale serves as one of the 
cornerstones of our defense system. 

I am very proud of the people in this area who have 
helped to make this base one of the very finest in the 
nation. And I congratulate not only the military, but the 
civilians who live and work here and make this a vital 
part of our national security system. All of us, whether 
civilians or the military, have a vitally important part to 
play in keeping America strong, America free, America 
secure, and America at peace. 

-The motto of the Strategic Air Command will serve as 
well for all of us: “Peace is our profession.” As President, 
I am committed, deeply committed, to keeping America 
sufficiently strong to carry out three essential objectives: 

First, we must be ready and able to protect our own 
vital security interests, 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. 

Second, we must be ready, we must be able to deter 
aggression. 

Thirdly, we must be ready, we must be able to keep the 
peace and maintain our precious freedom. 

As Congressman Joe Waggonner, as former Congress- 
man Ed Edwards, and as John Breaux knows, my own 
knowledge, my own concern, and my own record in sup- 
porting a strong national defense does not go back merely a 
few days, a few weeks, or even a few months, but all the 
way back to January of 1949 when I first went to the 
Congress of the United States. 

For 25 years in the Congress I stood for, I spoke for, 
and I voted for a strong national defense capability. For 
14 years, as my former colleagues in the Congress well 
know, I served on the House Subcommittee on Appro- 
priations for the Department of Defense, which each 
year examined in great detail every single defense pro- 
gram, policy and then provided the appropriations for the 
Army, the Navy, the Air Force, the Marines, and always, 
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in those years, I came down strongly on the side of strength 
for our military capability, and I am very proud of that 
record. 

During the years before I became Vice President, as 
minority leader of the House of Representatives I fought 
openly and hard year after year for maximum military 
strength. In the last 2 years, as your President, in support 
of your own superb achievements here at Barksdale, I have 
recommended to the Congress to approve the two largest 
defense budgets in the history of the United States. And 
I pledge to you today that as long as I hold this honored 
office I intend to see to it that the United States will never 
become second to anybody, period. 

Unfortunately, the United States Congress has not 
shared that goal in recent years. A majority in the Con- 
gress have slashed defense expenditures by $50 billion 
over the last 10 years, despite my efforts, Joe Waggonner’s 
efforts, Ed Edwards’ efforts, and the fine efforts of many 
others. 

No one knows better than you—those of you in uni- 
form and those who serve here in a civilian capacity and 
those of you who live here in this community—the needs 
for strength and modernization in the field of strategic 
warfare and strategic weapons. That is why we are now 
finally completing the testing of the world’s most modern 
and capable strategic bomber—the B-1. That is why I 
have proposed replacing our older tactical aircraft with 
newer and more capable aircraft, including a new air 
combat fighter. That is why I have proposed increasing 
the purchase of air-to-air, air-to-ground missiles and why 
we intend to follow through on the plans for a new attack 
helicopter. 

There are other essential weapons systems in the works 
as well, in the Army, in the Navy, in the Marines, not as 
a provocation for war but as our best insurance for peace. 

As a major world power, we in America have an obliga- 
tion to maintain peace and security both here and abroad. 
We cannot hope to meet that obligation through irrespon- 
sible actions or rash behavior. Our strength will be mean- 
ingful only if it is matched with our resolve—our resolve 
to keep the peace, our resolve to preserve and defend our 
precious freedom. 

We cannot shrink from the responsibilities which our 
position in the world has thrust upon us. Our role is too 
important, too crucial to be shirked or ignored. I know 
that all of you here particularly understand that role and 
that each of you is willing and able to keep America play- 
ing that vital role. 

Beyond our unsurpassed military capability, we also 
have the greatest industrial capacity in the history of man- 
kind. Our farmers out-produce the farmers of any other 
nation of any other period in world history. We lead the 
world in education, science, and technology. But, even 
more importantly, we have the greatest moral, spiritual 
resources in any modern nation. And as we enter our third 
century of independence let us build on those great 
strengths and leave a heritage, a heritage of progress and 


peace so, so great that future generations can make the 
same commitment that we make today. 
That commitment can be simply stated, each and 
one of us can say with conviction and dedication: We ar 
proud of America, and we are proud to be Americans, 
Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 2:50 p.m. 


Bossier City, Louisiana 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters at Barksdale 
Air Force Base. April 27, 1976 


THE PresweENnt. Good afternoon. 

Q. Mr. President, I understand that today the Senate 
passed a bill that would mandate the Federal takeover of 
Louisiana’s grain activities. 

Tue Present. Grain? 

Q. Yes. 

My understanding is you in the past have said you 
might veto such legislation. What is your position on it 
today? 

THE PreEsIvENT. It is my understanding that the Senate 
either yesterday or today passed what is called the Clark 
grain inspection bill. It would totally federalize the grain 
inspection service not only at the ports but in the inland. 

I have indicated that I would veto that legislation. | 
strongly favor an improvement and a change in our grain 
inspection service, and we submitted a bill to the Con- 
gress, we submitted one to the House of Representatives, 
the Committee on Agriculture, and that bill has been 
changed somewhat by the House committee. 

We will endorse the House committee bill and hope- 
fully in conference with the Senate they can modify the 
Senate version so it would be acceptable and it would 
coincide with the House committee bill and the legislation 
that I recommended. 

Q. Mr, President, there have been conflicting reports 
it seems to me in recent days and weeks of your attitude 
toward the Panama Canal. Are you or are you not in 
favor of the eventual turning over of control of the Canal 
Zone and the Canal to another Government? 


Tue Present. I do not intend to turn it over during 
the usable or economic lifetime of the Canal as far as we 
are concerned. But, let me point out what my opponent 
has said. 

He had said in effect that we should stop the negotiating 
process that was initiated first by President Johnson in 
1965 following the riots of 1964, where 24 people wert 
killed, including four U.S. servicemen. Those negotiations 
have gone on with the government of Panama since 1965. 
They are now in process at this time and the reason we aft 
doing that is to find an answer so that we can maintain the 


operation, the maintenance, and the defense of that Canal 
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during the term of a treaty so that it will be usable by us 
and by other parties during its usable economic lifetime. 

Now, let me point out what my opponent’s position is. 
He, in effect, says that we should stop negotiating. I think 
that is irresponsible. Let me tell you why. 

In the first place, it would mean that we would have a 
resumption of the riots and the bloodshed that took place 
in 1964. It means that we would alienate 309 million 
people in South America, including 25 governments in 
South America, who believe that we should make changes 
in the present set-up in the Panama. It means that with 
more riots and more bloodshed and the likelihood that we 
would have sabotage and guerilla activity involving the 
Panama Canal, that we would have to send an additional 
10,000 to 20,000 American servicemen down to the Canal 
mone to defend the Canal. 

Now, this can all be avoided by rational, reasonable 
negotiations aimed at a long-term treaty that would extend 
into the next century, and this is the constructive process 
that President Johnson initiated and I am following at the 
present time, and I can assure you that we will do nothing 
that will jeopardize the national security of the country. 

Q. Mr. President, what is the status of the Federal 
Energy Agency [Administration]? We understand it is go- 
ing to end in June and its responsibilities will be scattered. 

Tue Preswent. I have recommended that the FEA 
be extended for a period of 3 years, as I recall. That is 


necessary for several reasons. Onc, the Congress passed . 


a40-month decontrol piece of legislation and some agency 
has to be in place in the Federal Government to carry out 
the 40-month decontrol. 

Secondly, Congress has passed, at my request, the so- 
called stockpiling bill of fuel oil, domestic oil, so that if 
we had another embargo, we would have a reserve that 
would help us over the hump. Some agency has to carry 
out the stockpiling of oil so that we have this reserve. 

So, I have recommended the extension of the FEA for 
3 years so that we could carry out the responsibility of 
decontrol and the handling of these stockpiles. 

Q. Do you think it will continue? 

Tue Present. I think the Congress will pass it, yes. 

Q. What does the status of the new Government policy 
on black Africa have to do with your campaign in the 
South—Louisiana, Texas, and some of the other States? 

Tue Present. Our policy in Africa is the following: 

Number one, this country, on a worldwide basis, has 
always believed in self-determination for any country, 
regardless of whether it was Africa or anyplace else. This 
country, the United States, has always believed in guar- 
antecing minority rights, and this country has also be- 
lieved that no country, the United States or any other 
nation, should dominate a developing continent such as 
Africa and particularly South Africa. 

So, what we are trying to do is to make sure that Africa 
has an opportunity for self-determination with the protec- 
tion or guarantee of minority rights and the nondomina- 
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tion by any outside country such as the Soviet Union or 
the United States or any other country. 

Q. Mr. President, on strictly a local issue, Senator Rus- 
sell Long of Louisiana said last week that he will attempt 
to use his influence with the White House to block the 
nomination of U.S. Attorney General John Walters to a 
U.S. judgeship. What is the situation on this, sir? 

THe Preswent. It is my understanding that Mr. 
Walters’ name is now before the Department of Justice 
for consideration for a potential or possible appointment 
to the Federal bench. But, that name, nor any other name, 
has come to me for my approval as far as filling a vacancy 
in the Western District of Louisiana. 

Q. Mr. President, how do you view your chances in 
Texas on Saturday? Are your views any different than they 
were a couple of weeks ago, especially in light of reports 
that Wallace supporters are saying switch over and vote 
for Reagan? 

Tue Presment. I still think we are underdogs in 
Texas, but we are closing the gaps and the 4 days that I 
am going to spend in Texas I hope will be beneficial. I 
believe that it would be helpful for us to get as many as 
possible of independent voters in Texas, as well as Demo- 
crats in Texas, to vote in the Republican primary, and 
the bigger the vote the better it will be for us. 

Q. Do you think you can win? 

Tue Preswent. I think we have a chance to win. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Deputy Press SECRETARY CaRLson. One more. 

Q. Mobile Oil Company was reported yesterday as 
negotiating with the Vietnamese Government to drill for 
oil off the Vietnamese coast. What is the administration’s 
position on this? 

Tue Present. That is a private business venture 
as far as Mobile Oil is concerned, and we have no official 
position on that problem. 

Thank you very much. 

Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:21 p.m. at the Guest Quarters. 


Bossier City, Louisiana 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Local Officials. April 27, 1976 


Tue Preswent. Thank you very much, Joe, Governor 
Ed Edwards, Congressman Breaux, Mayor Allen, Mayor 
Cathy, General Hoban, distinguished guests, ladies and 
gentlemen: 

It is really a pleasure and a thrill to meet with all you lo- 
cal officials from throughout the great State of Louisiana, 
and I appreciate all of you coming here on this occasion. 

As all of you know, the framers of the Constitution 
carefully constructed a system in which authority and re- 
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sponsibility, as well as accountability, were to be shared by 
different levels of government, as well as by the three 
branches of the Federal Government. That system of gov- 
ernment, established by the constitutional convention two 
centuries ago, can be effectively reaffirmed by the United 
States Congress this year and, very frankly, it must be. 

For too long, the reins of power in this country have 
been gathered tighter and tighter into the hands of the 
Federal Government. For too long, programs of a narrow, 
categorical aid multiplied at a great and a growing ex- 
pense to the Federal budget and to the American tax- 
payer. By 1972 there were well over 1,000 of these various 
categorical grant programs—each limited in scope, re- 
strictive in operation, and equipped with its own bureauc- 
racy, chipping steadily away at the Founding Fathers’ 
system of shared responsibility and local control. 

With the enactment of the revenue sharing program 
in 1972, the Congress made an important and, I believe, 
historic break with this unwise and unhealthy trend. 

As the Republican leader of the House of Representa- 
tives, I was a staunch supporter of the revenue sharing con- 
cept, and I have been proud of it ever since, as I think Joe 
and John, as well as the Governor. 

In the 4 years since the revenue sharing program actu- 
ally began, State and local governments, as well as States, 
have proven beyond any doubt whatsoever the merit of 
local control over local concerns, and I congratulate all 
of you for the job that you have done. 

When you were put in charge, you proved and I knew 
that you could prove that you know a lot more about 
what your States, your communities, your cities, your 

parishes need, much more than the Washington bureauc- 
racy does. That bureaucracy in Washington, D.C., has 
been held to an absolute minimum in the operation of 
revenue sharing. Only about one-eighth of one penny of 
every dollar spent for revenue sharing goes to the Wash- 
ington bureaucracy. That is an amazing statistic, and it 
is a very encouraging sign that bureaucratic overhead need 
not rob the taxpayer blind nor bind your cities, your 
States, your parishes in a maze of redtape in order for a 
federally funded program to succeed. 

Last April, a year ago, I proposed a 5-year, 9-month 
extension of the general revenue sharing program. This 
proposal represented an increase of funding of almost $1 
billion, for a total of $39,850 million with $861,400,000, 
of that going to the State of Louisiana—one-third to the 
State and two-thirds to the local units of government. 

A year ago, I urged the Congress to take prompt action 
on this proposal. Well, just a few weeks ago, as Joe and 
John know, a House committee—I should say, actually, a 
subcommittee—finally started marking up a revenue shar- 
ing bill. They are still tinkering with it and putting in 
jeopardy the planning of 50 States and 39,000 local units 
of government throughout America. 

I don’t honestly see how you can establish your budget 


for the calendar year 1977 or the fiscal year that in many 
cases for communities around the country actually begins 
on July 1. 

Let me assure you of one thing: I intend to keep the 
pressure on the Congress until they send me a revenue 
sharing bill that will do at least as good a job as the one 
that expires December 31. 

You will also be interested to know that in the last 20 
months we have made a good deal of progress toward 
reducing redtape in the Federal Government. The com- 
munity development bloc grant program is an excellent 
example. On my orders, Federal regulations for commu- 
nity development have been simplified and reduced from 
2,600 pages to just 25 pages. Instead of filling out five 
applications totaling 1,400 pages, a community now has 
to complete only one 50-page application. While process. 
ing and approval of these applications used to average 
about 2 years, we have reduced that time to less than 2 
months. 

When I say I want to get the Government off your back 
and out of your hair, believe me, it is more than just cam- 
paign rhetoric. We have already started, and we have a lot 
more improvements planned for the future. 

One of my foremost plans for the future is to balance 
the Federal budget—and by the future, I mean no later 
than fiscal year 1979. 

The budget that I submitted in January for fiscal year 
1977 represents what I believe will be a major turning 
point in the course followed by the Federal Government, 
as it works for the American people. This budget does not 
hold out any false promise that the Federal Government 
will immediately solve every problem or achieve every goal 
of the American people. Instead, it reflects a commonsense 
balance between public and private initiatives and be 
tween the various levels of Government which I referred 
to in my State of the Union Message earlier this year. 

We have halted spending trends that increasingly 
threatened our national security and our national eco 
nomic stability. I am committed to keeping the level of 
Federal spending within reasonable and affordable limits 
but I am also committed to achieving a better and a more 
bountiful life for all Americans. 

My budget calls for a $396-billion spending ceiling. The 
Congress, in its budget process, has taken the initial steps 
to increase the Federal spending limit by at least $17 
billion over what I proposed. But let me assure you that 
I am strongly committed to the figure that I have sub 
mitted to the Congress of $396 billion. 

I have used my veto 48 times in the last 20 months, and 
in the process Congress has sustained 39 of them. And, 
the net result is, we have saved the taxpayers $13 billion. 

I believe we have struck a workable, reasonable, and 
honest balance with the budget that I have proposed. We 
not only have this spending limit, which cuts back the 
growth in Federal spending by 50 percent, but also we 
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lave recommended the Congress approve an additional 
tax decrease on July 1 of approximately $10 billion. 

This budget promises only what we know we can de- 
jver, and I can assure you that we will deliver everything 
we promise, this year and for the next 5 years. 

With these general comments, I will be glad to respond 
tothe questions. 

QUESTIONS 


HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION IN LOUISIANA 


Q. Mr. President, let me quickly say that in behalf of 
public officials we appreciate your position on revenue 
sharing. 

My question concerns the construction of the north- 
south toll road, a four-lane highway that will link north 
and south Louisiana. We have been told that your Ad- 
ministration favors the construction of this road. We 
would appreciate hearing your comments on the position 
that your Administration takes and how you feel about it? 

THE PreswENT. We do favor the construction of that 
highway. It is my understanding that the highway bill, 
that is just about to be completed by the Congress, has a 
provision in that legislation, or prospective legislation, that 
will permit the initiation or the necessary funding for that 
particular highway—the north-south highway—and, as 
lindicated, if that legislation passes and we sign it, which 
we will, as far as I know, I think you will be on the road 
with the project which you mentioned. 


FEDERAL ENERGY POLICY 


Q. Mr. President, this being a major oil and gas area 
and with the production of that in this area, we are inter- 
ested in the future plans for domestic oil and gas. Also, 
we are interested in whether there have been any ideas 
given to substitute fuels being used, in the East majorly, 
for relieving the oil and gas in this area and letting us ex- 
tend our industry? 

Tue PresipenT. Let me summarize for you the energy 
program that I recommended to the Congress in January 
of 1975—-14 months ago. At that time, in my State of 
the Union Message to the Congress, I recommended the 
decontrol of domestic oil on April 1, 1975, and I recom- 
mended the deregulation of natural gas. 

Now what has happened from January 15 of 1975 until 
mid-December of 1975, the Congress pulled and hauled 
on what to do about domestic oil production, and finally, 
after almost 12 months, the Congress sent to me a bill that 
permits me to, on a phased basis, to decontrol domestic oil 
over a 40-month period. It wasn’t the bill I recommended, 
but I think there was a consensus among many who come 
from oil-producing States that this was the best bill we 
could get, as long as I promised to use every provision in 
that legislation to achieve eventual decontrol. 

The legislation was signed—it was not what I recom- 
mended ; it wasn’t what I wanted—but since it is law, we 
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have already initiated a number of the provisions to get 
decontrol. 

We have recommended, and I think the Congress will 
approve, the decontrol of residual oil. I believe that with- 
in the next month or less the Congress will go along with 
me in the decontrol of distillate fuel, and some time in 
the next several months we hope to get the Congress to go 
along with my recommendation to decontrol gasoline. 

At the same time, we have initiated the first step in the 
decontrol under the 40-month provision. And the first step 
permits us to recommend to the Congress a 10-percent 
increase in the price of $7.66 per barrel. 


Now that process is going to be submitted to the Con- 
gress just as quickly as we can under the law, and we 
will take every other step that is permitted under the law 
to get eventual decontrol. 


Now there are recommendations and there are efforts 
to broaden our energy program as a whole. We have got to 
mine more coal. Last year we mined roughly 600 million 
tons of coal in the United States. We have to get up to 
1,200 million tons by 1985. We are making some head- 
way in that regard. 

I expanded the research and development funds for 
solar energy, for geothermal energy, for nuclear energy 
so that we can have a diversified energy program in this 
country, from oil to gas to coal to nuclear power to solar 
energy to geothermal, and some of these far-out exotic 
fuels that they are talking about. 

The Congress disappointed me last year but we are 
going to do everything we can to achieve an incentive for 


oil and gas producers to explore and to produce. 
Q. That is wonderful. 


RED RIVER NAVIGATION PROJECT 


Q. Mr. President, this afternoon, as you approached our 
great city, you saw Red River, but what you did not see 
on that river was navigation. This area has worked very, 
very hard for many years to have navigation on Red River. 
We would like to see navigation through Shreveport and 
into Oklahoma; funds have come very slow for this proj- 
ect. I just wonder if you have any funds available that you 
could help us to attain this goal and to have completion of 
navigation on Red River soon? 

Tue Preswent. When I found that I was coming 
down to Shreveport, I suspected there might be a ques- 
tion on the Red River navigation project. And while we 
were flying down, Joe Waggonner and John Breaux re- 
minded me of the interest of this community or this area 
in the Red River navigation project. 

It just so happens that in the fiscal year 1977 budget 
that I submitted to the Congress in January, there is 
money proposed to provide for the completion of the levee 
system—if that is the right term—and also for lock and 
dam number 1—the initiation of construction. If Con- 








714 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 


gress approves that budget recommendation some time in 
fiscal year 1977, that work can get underway. 


FEDERAL AID TO CITIES 


Q. Mr. President, we are all aware of the plight that 
New York City found itself in a year ago, and we admire 
your stand on the problem. What would be the Federal 
policy for other cities, especially larger cities operating in 
a deficit condition should they call on the Treasury? 

Tue Preswent. I think the problem that New York 
City developed for itself should be an example to convince 
public officials in other communities that they should not 
permit themselves to get into the same bind. Because I 
was very firm in dealing with the Mayor and the Governor 
of New York, we finally worked out a program that I 
think, if they carry it out—and they are going to carry it 
out, or else—we can get them by their own bootstraps to 
straighten out their problem. 

We did agree to give them some money on a cash- 
flow basis because they have peaks where they get money 
and they have valleys where they have to spend it and 
their revenues don’t equal their expenditures. But I can 
tell you that New York City is on schedule as far as we 
are concerned. 

We got a payment just a few weeks ago of their first 
payback. They paid us back $270 million and they paid 
us $5 million in interest. So, Uncle Sam didn’t do too 
badly. 


ENERGY CRISIS 


Q. Mr. President, I know that the people have lost con- 
fidence in just about all elected officials today, from the 
President on down to the low office I have as an elected 
official. The people I talk to—and I talk to them every 
day in all walks of life and every national convention I 
have attended—and they don’t believe there is an energy 
crisis. They think it is like the gasoline stations when they 
were lined up at the pumps—they are just getting the 
prices up. 

I wish, if you could see your way fit on a national pro- 
gram—I know this is one today, I believe your image is 
the most honest image I know of today—I just wish you 
could say what your feelings really are, as I believe there 
is an acute energy shortage from the conferences I have 
attended. I would appreciate you making your position 
clear, as well as maybe putting the other Presidential 
candidates on the spot, and making them make theirs 
clear. 

Tue Preswent. Let me tell you how acute, how seri- 
ous the energy problem is. Prior to the oil embargo im- 
posed by the Middle East nations in 1973, October of that 
year, the United States was importing about 31 to 32 
percent of all the oil that we consumed in the United 
States. Today, we are importing over 40 percent of all the 
oil that the United States uses domestically and, if my 


recollection is correct, in one week in March, we imported 
more oil from overseas than we produced domestically in 
this country for the first time in the history of the United 
States. 

Now, how does that translate into a crisis? It is a crisis 
now because we are paying about $12.50 a barrel for 
overseas oil. We are spending about $30 billion to $35 
billion in good, hard U.S. dollars to buy oil primarily from 
the Middle East, and maybe, some from South America, 
Those are dollars coming out of the United States we 
should keep here instead of sending it overseas, Those 
dollars could be used for American jobs here in the United 
States. That is the first part of the problem. 

The second part of the problem arises if and when—I 
hope not—we have another oil embargo. If we have 
another oil embargo where we are dependent on 40 per. 
cent of our oil from overseas, it will be much, much worse 
than the crisis we faced in October, November, Decem- 
ber of 1973. So, we not only have a short-term problem of 
losing American jobs, but we also have a long-term poten- 
tial threat in case we have another oil embargo. 

So, what is the answer? As Joe and John and your 
Governor know, I submitted to the Congress, as I said 
earlier, a comprehensive energy program. After all the 
pulling and hauling, we came out with much less than | 
wanted but at least we got a start on oil. 

We got a terrible disappointment in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on natural gas. We lost by what—three votes, 
Joe or John? About three votes. It is just unforgivable, but 
we are going to keep trying because we can’t leave the 
United States in this kind of a position of jeopardy, and! 
am going to do all I can to prevent it. 


JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS FOR LOUISIANA 


Q. Mr. President, my question concerns the informa- 
tion, at least the ideas that we have relative to their exist- 
ing or soon to exist in Louisiana, a vacancy in the judge- 
ships of one of the districts. We have been given the im- 
pression, also, that some of our highly elected officials have 
expressed possibly a concern for the appointment for a 
black to fill that position, that pending position. Would 
you comment on what the situation is relative to this 
matter? 

Tue Present. It is my recollection that in rather 
recent months there have been four vacancies—two in the 
Eastern District and two in the Western District of Louis: 
ana. The Department of Justice recommended to me the 
names of two individuals for the Eastern District and thos 
names either have been or will shortly be submitted to the 
Senate for confirmation. I don’t recall their names. 

There is the process now going on for the clearing and 
eventual submission of names for the Western District 
There are four or five names that have been recommended 
by various people now before the Department of Justice. 
The Department of Justice takes the names of individual 
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who have been recommended, they go to the American 
Bar Association in the area, or in the State, and they ask 
the Bar Association to determine whether they are well- 
qualified, qualified or unqualified, and, after the Bar 
Association has submitted their recommendations to the 
Department of Justice, then the Department of Justice 
submits the names to me. 

There have been no names submitted to me for the 
Western District. Those two vacancies are still unfilled. I 
would assume that within a relatively short period of time, 
I hope anyhow, those recommendations will come to me 
for approval. 

I do know that among some of the names that have 
been submitted—as I recollect there are about five, maybe 
several more—included in that group are one or two 
blacks. But I can’t tell you what the Department of Justice 
is going to recommend because they haven’t completed 
the process yet. ; 


MOST MEMORABLE FOOTBALL EXPERIENCE 


Q. Mr. President, I am Jack Clayton, a member of 
the Bossier Parish School Board and a retired football 
coach. 

Tue Present. Well, I am an old has-been, too, in 
that sense. [Laughter] 

Q. Yes, sir. [Laughter] 

Tue PresienT. It looks to me like we both played 
about the time when the ball was round. [Laughter] 

Q. Yes, sir, that is about it. 

Mr. President, my question was not regarding the 
school board but rather about football there. This is good 
football country, and I know there are a lot of good foot- 
ball fans here. I just wondered since you were a good foot- 
ball player, I wondered if you might tell us one of the 
outstanding or the outstanding moments in your playing 
career? 

Tue Preswenr. Jack, those stories get better and bet- 
ter the longer you get away from reality. [Laughter] 

The reason that happens is there are fewer and fewer 
people who are around to tell the truth. [Laughter] 

I think probably the most exciting experience I had 
was playing 58 minutes in the Shrine East-West game for 
the crippled children’s hospital in San Francisco on Janu- 


ary 1, 1935. 
ILLEGAL ALIENS 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask a question. I am 
very concerned about the 8 million-plus estimated illegal 
aliens in this country and would like to know what you 
Propose to do about this question? 

Tue Presment. I fully share your concern. We have 
anywhere from 6 to 8 million illegal aliens in the United 
States. In order to meet the problem, I recommended in 
the budget that I submitted in January, after consulting 
with the Attorney General, after consulting with the Im- 


migration and Naturalization Service, after consulting 
with the customers department, I recommended that we 
increase the personnel in the law enforcement agencies for 
the purpose of apprehending and deporting illegal aliens. 

We have in past years apprehended a lot of them, but 
they are not kept and actually deported. They go to the 
court or whatever agency they are called before and they 
are not actually deported. They are detained for a limited 
period of time. So, we are going to accentuate with more 
personnel and more money, the actual apprehension, de- 
tention, and deportation. The emphasis is going to be on 
deportation. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. I want to say that the 
late Paul Bagwell would have been really proud of your 
answer. 

Tue PresipentT. Thank you. You knew Paul. He was a 
great guy. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 


Q. Mr. President, the environmentalists are causing 
our cities to spend about a third more money than we 
really feel like we should spend. In our little city, for in- 
stance, we get our water from our local lake and the en- 
vironmentalists tell us now that we are going to have to 
put a sewer line around to catch the water that comes 
from the filtration plant and put it into our sewer system 
merely because they say we are polluting the streams, 
when all that is in this water is filtration from the lake. 

In other words, we are putting back in the lake what we 
got out of the lake. Is there any room for improvement or 
help that the cities are going to get as far as environmental 
protection is concerned? 

Tue Present. The basic legislation that established 
the Environmental Protection Agency does impose rather 
rigid and very high standards as far as clean air and clean 
water is concerned. 

Q. Yes, sir. 

THE PresIpENT. The law that was passed about 4 years 
ago also established a water resource commission—I have 
forgotten the exact title—and mandated that that com- 
mission come back with recommendations for the Con- 
gress and the President at the time the present law expires. 
As I recall, the present law expires either this year or the 
middle of next year. 

That commission has submitted its report, and in its 
report it recommends that there be some modification of 
the standards, not so much a lowering of the standards but 
an extension of the time span for cities and industrial 
plants to meet the standards. So, you don’t have to do it 
all tomorrow. 

Now that report, which is a very sizable volume, is 
before the Congress and before the White House. The 
chairman of that committee, appointed I presume by my 
predecessor, was then the Governor of New York, now the 
Vice President, and the vice chairman of that commission 
is Senator Ed Muskie of Maine. 
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I am told that the recommendations of that commis- 
sion were unanimous, except for Senator Muskie, who 
thought we ought to stay with the present standards and 
the present timespan. I just present that because Senator 
Muskie is a very influential person and we have got to get, 
I think, a lot of support to support the recommendation by 
this commission, which will alleviate some of the problems 
you are talking about. 

Q. Mr. President, we have time for one more question, 
please. 

THE PRESIDENT. Fine. 


IMPACTED AID PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, here in north Louisiana we are just 
as concerned about balancing the budget. But in our 
school system, through the Federal programs, we have 
been cut back considerably and of course, our interests, 
like your interests, are with the education of our young 
children. And we would like to know what is the progress 
through the Federal Government to reestablishing our 
funds? 

Tue Presment. I suspect you are talking about im- 
pact aid? 

QO. Yes. 

Tue Preswent. This is a long and controversial sub- 
ject, but under the recommendations that I made, I said 
there should be full funding of category A, there should be 
a substantially reduced funding of category B, and no 
funding for category C and D, as I recall. 

Now, the Congress every year has disagreed with me, 
as they disagreed with my predecessor and disagreed with 
President Johnson and disagreed with every other Presi- 
dent back to President Eisenhower. I understand your 
situation, but I think you have to understand our problem. 

The whole impact aid program was initiated at the 
time of the Korean War, where we went in—not we, but 
the Federal Government—went in and took land, built 
a base—Army, Navy, Air Force, Marines—took away the 
taxability of that land and at the same time put military 
personnel on that base and those people had children and 
they had to have an education. 

Now, category A, as you know, is full funding for all 
personel who live on a base and for their children. 

Category B, as I recall, is where a person works on the 
base but lives off the base and his children go to school 
in the local school system. Now that situation is quite dif- 
ferent than the person, the military or civilian individual, 
who works on the base because he doesn’t pay any taxes. 
But the person who lives off the base, owns his home or 
rents it—there is a local taxing capabilty for that home. 

Now whether I like it or not, or whether my predeces- 
sors like it or not, I suspect Congress will do what they 
have done in the past. They will probably fully fund A 
and B, maybe C—but let me tell you how bad it has got- 
ten. A is all right. We are fully for that. B you can argue 


a bit, but they added a new one a little while ago, a year 
or two ago. 


Now, the Federal Government has impacted aid for 
public housing. That, I think, is pretty ridiculous and can. 
not be justified but they keep adding a little bit every other 
year or so and the net result—it destroys the integrity of 
the program A on the one hand and possibly B in the 
second. 

So, it is not a minor A when you take it all throughout 
the United States for all the military installations, It 
totals about $600 million. That is what the whole package 
costs. That is not what I recommended. But that is what 
the total package for all impacted aid costs the Federal 
Government for all installations, about $600 million. 

So, we are talking about big money, not a little. 

One other comment. I don’t mean to imply John or 
Joe are involved, but what really burns me up—and let 
me illustrate it by my own circumstances—Betty and | 
lived in Alexandria, Virginia. We bought and lived ina 
home where we had four children, all of those children 
went to the public schools in Alexandria, Virginia, and 
graduated from there. 


Every year in October, Betty and I would get a slip, 
“Does your father work for the Federal Government?” 
Yes, I, as a Congressman, worked for the Federal Govem- 
ment. Our children were counted for impacted aid for 
Alexandria, Virginia, and all Congressmen’s children are, 
whether they live in Montgomery County, Maryland, or 
Prince George’s County, Maryland, or Arlington County 
in Virginia. 

Now there is no justification for my children or any 
Congressman’s children being counted for impacted aid 
to help the local school district. It just cannot be justified. 
What it means is that my taxpayers, when I represented 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, were subsidizing my public 
school taxes for the city of Alexandria, Virginia, and that 
ain’t right. [Laughter] 

Thank you all very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 4:33 p.m. in the Hangar Auditorium [ 


at Barksdale Air Force Base. 


Bossier City, Louisiana 


The President’s Remarks to Members of the 
Ambassador’s Club. April 27, 1976 


Dalton and Sugar and Joe Waggonner and all you wow 
derful people from Shreveport and the other areas round: 
It has really been a wonderful day for me to come down 


to Barksdale and participate in the several interesting | 


challenging and, I hope, productive incidents, meeting 
that we had and this is a sort of frosting on the cake.! 
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rally enjoyed meeting all of your children this afternoon. 
You know we have build for the future. 

So, it was nice meeting them, it was a pleasure having 
opportunity, and I hope to meet all of you. This is the 
last place that I think anybody ought to get serious, and 
[have been much too much of that today. I just want 
Dalton and Sugar and Joe and everybody else in the 
Shreveport area to know that it has been a great day. All 
of you have been very hospitable and warm in your wel- 
come, and I just wish I could stay here 4 more days. 

But I have had a few schedules over west of here some- 
place. [Laughter] We are going over there and give it our 
best, but this has been an awfully nice opportunity to get 
to know all of you, to make some reacquaintances, along 
with some new acquaintances. I thank you for your hos- 
pitality, and the next time I will bring Betty down here. 
That is the trouble—I am getting very self-conscious about 
her popularity. She takes care of the CB part of—{laugh- 
ter]. She told me after she got back from Texas, there was 
no problem. She had all the truck driver vote. [Laughter] 

So, I am going to send her down again to try and get 
my votes to her polls. Thank you very much. It has been 
great being here and Dalton and Sugar, let me thank you 
and let me express my appreciation for being made a 
member of the Ambassador’s Club. I have enjoyed it, 
being here, Holiday in Dixie, and as I said sometime in 
the next 5 years, if we get invited, Betty and I will come 
down. 

Thank you very, very much. 
note: The President spoke at 8:30 p.m. from the lawn of the resi- 
dence of Mr. and Mrs. Dalton Woods. Prior to his remarks, the 


President attended an informal reception of the leadership and 
guests of the Ambassador’s Club, of which Mr. Woods is chairman. 


Shreveport, Louisiana 


The President’s Remarks at the Louisiana National 
Guard Military Ball. April 27, 1976 


Thank you very, very much Joe and John Breaux and all 
of you wonderful members of the Louisiana National 
Guard and your lovely wives: 

I have had a just tremendous day here in Shreveport. 
The experience out at Barksdale, the various functions 
that I have had the privilege and honor to attend, the 
wonderful people that I have had the opportunity to meet, 
shake hands with, talk with, listen to, this has been a 
tremendous day, and I want to thank all of you here but 
also thank all of the people in this area through you. 

So it is just nice to be here, and the next time I am going 
to bring Betty down. I thank you on behalf of Betty, but 
you know, I get self-conscious when I get those— 
[laughter|—wonderful applauses for her. I bask in her 


glory, which is great, but I know she would love being 
here and the next time I come down, we will come down 
together and enjoy your hospitality, your friendship, and 
the warm welcome that you have given her, as I am sure 
you will do for us when we make it the next time. 

As I was coming here, shaking hands with many of you, 
it brought back some wonderful memories of my experi- 
ences back in my hometown of Grand Rapids, Michigan, 
which is roughly the size of Shreveport, about 190,000 or 
200,000. 

I have to let you in on a little secret. I was a Navy man, 
but they used to invite me to the National Guard, they 
used to invite me to their annual dances or their festivities 
such as you are having here. 

I learned firsthand, as I am sure Joe and John have 
learned, that this country depends very significantly on 
the contributions that the National Guard has made and 
is making and will make to our national security. 

I know from talking to many of my older friends 
around home that the National Guard moved in World 
War I and did the job that was required, the job that was 
needed. I know that the National Guard from home went 
down to New Guinea and fought there early in the war 
and did a superb job. 

I know the National Guard moved in and took care 
of the situation, in many respects, at the time of Korea, 
The National Guard has always been ready to do its duty, 
in peacetime or in wartime. 

I also know that the people who one normally meets in 
the National Guard are the kind of fine citizens, whether 
they are professional people, whether they are labor or 
management, whether they are in one part of our society 
or another, they are leaders and this is what has made 
the Guard and all of its organizations around the country 
so important in our society. 

This country is counting on you. This country is depend- 
ent on you. I see a few infiltrators like myself—a Navy 
man—here tonight. [Laughter] But you know we are all 
part of a family and a family sticks together and does 
the job and that is what we, in America, really are—215 
million Americans who have a devotion to our precious 
freedom, a dedication to our free enterprise system, a love 
for the kind of government that we have that has given 
so much to so many over a period of 200 years. 

In the first century of our Nation’s history, our fore- 
fathers built a kind of government that by any standard 
is the finest in the history of mankind. In the second 
century of our Nation’s history, we developed the greatest 
industrial capacity of all time. 

Now we are moving into our third century. We have 
the government that can and will do the job. We have 
the capacity to provide the material well-being for all 
of us, but now, in the third century, I like to think of this 
next hundred years as a time when we can really give to 
individuals the kind of liberty, the kind of opportunity. 
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We have had too much mass government, too much 
mass business, mass tabor, mass industry, mass education. 
The next century, this one that is on our doorstep now, 
ought to be the century of the individual, and I can’t 
imagine 215 million individuals like we have in this 
country—we will take them all on. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 9:13 p.m. in the Shreveport Con- 
vention Hall. 


Longview, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
Gregg County Airport. April 27, 1976 


THE PRESWENT. Good evening. 


Q. Mr. Reagan says you are changing your policy in 
connection with Panama. 

Tue Present. I don’t think we have changed the 
policy at all. I may have been a little imprecise at one 
point, but we haven’t changed the policy. Mr. Reagan 
wants to discontinue the negotiations and lead to more 
riots, more bloodshed, antagonizing 309 million South 
Americans, and inevitably leading to doubling or tripling 
our military forces in Panama. 

I think that is irresponsible. Our policy is the one of 
negotiation that will seek to maintain our operational, 
our defense capability in the Panamas, and will, under no 
circumstances, give away anything involving our national 
security. I don’t think that is an issue that we are going to 
lose. We are on the right side, and he is on the wrong side. 

Q. Do you still think Mr. Humphrey may be your 
opponent? 

THE PresivenT. I think to a large extent it depends on 
what happens in Pennsylvania and the word I got on the 
plane was that Carter was leading 36 to 26 over Jackson. 
If Carter wins in Pennsylvania, I don’t see how the smoke- 
filled rooms and the Democratic Party can take it away 
from him. 

Q. Would you rather face Mr. Humphrey or Mr. 
Carter? 

THE Present. I don’t really think it makes any dif- 
ference. We will win in November anyhow. 

Q. Mr. President, is the country ready for a woman 
Vice President as a candidate? 

THe Presient. I think there could be a possibility of a 
woman Vice President. We have a lot of very talented 
women in this country, and I think it is premature to say 
what the Vice Presidential nominee might be. But over 
50 percent of the population are women, and so there 
must be a lot of talented gals that I think could qualify. 

Q. Mr. President, you are in beef country here in Texas 


at the present time. What about the possibility of limiting 
beef imports to the United States? 

Tue Present. We are in the process right now, and 
have been for the last several months, of negotiating im. 
port quotas with the major countries that are traditionally 
the importers into the United States. We expect to get an 
agreement that I think will provide for a good trigger 
point, for good quota limitations, and hopefuly within 
the next few weeks or a month we ought to be able to 
achieve that. And I think that will protect our beef 
producers. 

REporTER. Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:09 p.m. 


Tyler, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Breakfast Reception. April 28, 1976 


Mr. Chairman, Madam Chairman, all of the wonderful 
workers here in this eastern part of Texas: 

It is nice to be in the rose capital of the world, and | 
guess there are a few people here from Marshall, so! 
ought to recognize them. It is wonderful to be here, and 
when we arrived rather late last night, there was a 
tremendous crowd. You could feel the hospitality, and it 
is delightful to see such a big turnout here this morning, 
just about 96 hours before countdown begins. [ Laughter] 

In the meantime, we have the outstanding leadership 
of John Tower here in the State of Texas to give all of 
the volunteer workers like yourselves an opportunity to 
go out and do what all of us can to make sure that when 
the polls close on Saturday, that we will do very well. | 
get a feeling that although we may be the underdog, we 
can win on Saturday if we all do the job. 

As I met all of you, I ran into several county chairmen. 
I know a little bit about working in the precincts and 
working in an organization, and I thank all of the people 
who have over the years undertaken those responsibilities 
because that is the hard, almost unrecognized area for 
people who believe in a philosophy, who believe in @ 
person. So I thank those who have done this in the past 
and who are doing it at the present time. 

What I would like to do this morning is just give you 
some selling points as you talk to your friends, as you 
talk to those people who you call from the phone banks 
or from your own residence, as you do the other thing 
that are awfully necessary and essential between now and 
Saturday. First, if you go back just 20 or 21 months and 
find where we were at the time I became President, wt 
were in a period of inflation of 12 to 14 percent. We have 
cut that so that for the first 3 months of this year its 
under 3 percent, and that is progress by any standard 
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Shortly after I became President, we fell down into the 
worst economic recession this country has had for 40 
. There were many quick fixes in the Congress. Not 
John Tower. He had a lot more sense than that. But any- 
how, there were those that told us we should load up the 
federal payroll, that we should just spend money like the 
machines couldn’t run fast enough. 

We decided there was a faster course that said the best 
way to solve our economic problem was to get the private 
sctor of America to provide the jobs. That is where five 
out of six jobs in this country are anyhow. 

So, we didn’t panic. We had a steady, we had a con- 
structive course, and the net result is from the depths of 
the depression—or recession, I should say—about 12 
months ago, we have added 2,600,000 jobs in America, 
and we now have more people employed in the United 
States today than in the history of the country. That is a 
good program. 

Now I have heard from some of my Democratic friends 
that they are claiming credit for all this progress. 
[Laughter] Well, I think this administration, with my 
leadership and with the help of people like John Tower, 
we have had the right course and we can claim credit for 
the significant success in reducing inflation and adding to 
employment. Let me say that those policies that we are 
undertaking will continue in the future. 

Some allegations have been made by people who don’t 
know the record that President Ford can’t be decisive. Let 
me give you a few illustrations. 

Number one, in dealing with the Congress where there 
is a Democratic majority, two to one, I vetoed 48 bills. 
Thirty-nine have been sustained by the House or the Sen- 
ate, and the net result is we have saved $13 billion as far 
as the Federal Treasury is concerned, and that is prog- 
ress. I think that is courageous, that is correct action. 

But let’s take some other areas where controversy swirled 
at the time we were faced in the Oval Office with the ques- 
tion whether to sign a bill or to veto a bill. One of the most 
controversial bills that came on my desk in this 20, 
21-month period was the so-called common situs picketing 
bill. The people who were for it were arguing very per- 
suasively; the people who were against it were arguing 
very persuasively. But I decided in the national interest it 
should be vetoed, and it was vetoed. 


And then sometimes people say that President Ford 
won’t face up to an issue, that he won’t be decisive. Well, 
let me just let your memory go back to some time in May, 
1975. We were faced with the decision as to whether or 
not we should take decisive action when an American 
cargo ship was seized by the Cambodians. What did we 
do? We took decisive action and the M ayaguez was gotten 
back. I think that is indicative of the strength and courage 
and the right action I can take in this office. 


What I am saying is we have done a good job in getting 
the economy of this country on the right track. We are 
doing a good job in trying to restore confidence in the 
White House, and I think we have done that. We are 
making a major effort in all the 30-some States where 
there are primaries, and we have done reasonably well. 
We won five out of six and yesterday we got virtually all 
of the delegates in Pennsylvania, something over 100, so 
that is an indication that we will go into every primary, 
and we will take on our opponent in all cases. 

We don’t pick and choose. We say it ought to be up to 
all of the people to make a decision. And we went into 
Pennsylvania—our opponent didn’t—we came out with 
100-plus delegates. 

Now let me just say this: I am down here for the second 
time. We are going to spend about 16 or 18 hours a day 
trying to make sure that the policies we believe in are 
sound, both at home and abroad. Betty was down last 
week, and she had a great time. She enjoyed herself. I am 
sure she made a few converts. She would have liked to 
have been here with me today, but we sort of have to 
spread the family around. Jack was down here a week or 
two ago and was down, I think, Monday and Tuesday of 
this week. 

What I am saying is that our closely knit family are 
doing all that we can to make sure that the policies that 
we stand for will be the policies of this country for the 
next 4 years. I think they can, and we are out to campaign 
between now and the convention, day after day after day 
because we think it is important that the philosophy that 
the Republican Party represents holds the White House 
for the next 4 years. 

I know I can be elected. With your help, with your as- 
sistance, we can do a job and we can do the kind of a job 
between now and Saturday that will surprise some of our 
opponents. Wouldn’t that be a great day? [Laughter] 

I thank the people who are running for delegate. I will 
do all I can to make sure that they individually are elected 
on Saturday. 

Let me thank all of you who are doing the hard work, 
whether it is at a phone bank or in the headquarters or 
raising money or selling our platform and our program 
to your neighbors, to your friends, and to any others. 

Betty and the Ford children and I are deeply grateful. 
You are doing a great, great job, and I can’t thank you 
adequately for your sacrifice and your efforts. We are just 
very appreciative. 

It is nice to see you, and we look forward to seeing you 
in Washington some time in the next 4 years. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:09 a.m. in the Vail Room at the 
Sheraton Inn. 
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Tyler, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at Tyler Junior College. April 28, 1976 


Tue Presment. Dr. Jenkins, Senator Tower, Mr. Flock, 
Jo Nell Henslee, distinguished public officials, students, 
faculty and guests of Tyler Junior College: 

I would especially like to thank the Apache Belles for 
their very warm and enthusiastic welcome. [Laughter] 

Second, it is a great honor to be at this outstanding 
junior college, one of the biggest and very finest in the 
country, and congratulations to you. 

Let me add a special hello to your very popular student 
body president, Jo Nell Henslee. With all due respect to 
Jimmy Carter, she is my kind of peanut. [Laughter] 

Finally, one of the primary responsibilities of this or any 
other institution of learning and all others is to provide 
students with facts, facts and expertise that will prepare 
you for the decisionmaking that every job, every career, 
every profession calls for. 

The President of the United States must also deal in 
facts, and today I would like to share some of those facts 
with you so that you can intelligently reach your own con- 
clusions on a matter of supreme importance to our United 
States. 

Somewhere between the snows of New Hampshire and 
the sunny climes down in Florida, the focus of this year’s 
Republican campaign for the Presidency began to shift 
away from the growing strength and the growing pros- 
perity of the American economy to a new and more corn- 
plex issue—the strength of America’s military forces. 

Now, I have been down the campaign trail before, and 
I know there is a reason why a challenger will try to shift 
his attack. It is called second place. It makes you try 
harder and sometimes swing wilder. Having failed on the 
economic issue, the central thrust of my opponent’s new 
strategy is to claim that the United States has become 
inferior to the Soviet Union, especially in military 
strength. 

He deliberately quotes statistics without any in-depth 
understanding of them. His answer to the alleged inferior- 
ity apparently is to change our force structure so that it 
matches the Soviets, ship for ship, weapon for weapon, 
man for man, rather than looking at the overall 
capabilities. 

First, let me say that the issue is not our military capa- 
bilities today. They are adequate to meet any challenge, 
let there be no doubt about that. By the testimony of all 
who know—and I spent much of my life in the Congress 
and in the Vice Presidency and Presidency, dealing with 
the defense matters in-depth—by the testimony of Secre- 
taries of Defense, past and present, Deputy Secretary 
Clements, the Chairman of the Toint Chiefs of Staff, our 
military forces are capable of fulfilling their assigned mis- 
sions, period. 


The important issue is not today, but tomorrow. That 
is why I have been working with the Congress and in the 
country to adopt a defense budget for the United States 
which will provide for our national security in the years 
ahead. 

But let’s look at the problem for a moment, let’s look at 
the question of whether—as my opponent implies—we 
should try to reshape our Armed Forces so that they mir 
ror those of the Soviet Union. 

What steps would we have to take in order to be exactly 
like them? The answer shows a great deal about how 
superficial those charges are. In order to parallel Soviet 
forces, we would have to begin by mothballing the 13 air. 
craft carriers that now sail the seas flying the American 
flag. 

Our huge nuclear aircraft carriers like the Enterprise, 
the Nimitz, and the Forrestal have no Soviet counterparts, 
Over half the Russian Navy consists of small patrol craft, 
minesweepers, and other small vessels. 

So, to match the Soviet Union, as my opponent seems 
to suggest, we would have to retire our larger, more so- 
phisticated ships with their awesome firepower and replace 
them with many, many more patrol craft, minesweepers, 
and the like. No one would truly believe that this would 
be a sane defense policy to protect America and to protect 
our freedom around the world. 

Look at our Air Force and ask what it would be like to 
make it exactly like the Soviet Air Force. We would have 
to begin by grounding most of our B-52 bombers and 
calling off the progress we are making in developing a 
new, more capable B—1 bomber. 

Or, think of our Marines, those valiant men who have 
won so many famous battles for us in the past. To parallel 
the Soviets, we would have to jetison the Marine Corps 
because the Russians have nothing comparable in either 
quality or in dedication. 

Now obviously, my opponent is not foolish enough to 
seriously suggest that we should do away with our cat- 
riers, our B-52s, or the Marine Corps. The significant 
point to make is that simplistic and superficial charges 
based on limited information and experience could lead 
to irresponsible and fundamentally harmful policy 
decisions. 

Let’s take one of his favorite charges—that the Soviets 
have twice as many men in uniform as the United States 
does. Presumably that means he wants to double the 
number of men and women that we now have in uniform 
from 2,100,000 to about 4 million. Obviously, that would 
require us to reimpose the draft to obtain sufficient 
manpower. 

In turn, more than 2 million of our young people now 
in school or working would have to go into the Armed 
Forces, presumably or probably, most of them under selec: 
tive service. We would have to divert billions of dollats 
now being spent for sophisticated new weapons systems 
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for the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines to pay the 
added manpower costs. 

Money that should be spent on the new B—1 bomber or 
the development of a new ballistic missile or expanding 
our fleet would be wasted on maintaining personnel levels 
that would add little to our overall military capabilities. 

No reputable military expert that I know about or have 
heard about has suggested such a course of action. Such a 
policy, if you can call it that, would undermine rather 
than strengthen our defenses. Let’s look at the manpower 
question another way. 

The United States has some 3 million farm workers 
in all 50 States. The Soviet Union has 39 million farm 
workers. Does that mean that we have to increase the 
number of farmers by 36 million in order to be equal to 
the Soviet Union? Of course not. 

Our American farmers, equipped with the best tech- 
nology in the world, relying on the free markets and their 
own ingenuity, feed seven times more than their Soviet 
counterparts year-in and year-out. Indeed, American 
farmers even help to feed the Soviet people. 

The bottom line is this: It isn’t always the number of 
men that count in the final analysis, but the quality. And 
as far as I am concerned, the men and women of the 
United States Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines are 
the best in the world bar none, and we can be proud of 
them. 

Obviously, we should exercise great caution before 
heeding the words of a man who obviously has no experi- 
ence and little understanding of the complexity of national 
defense matters. Superficial arguments based on incom- 
plete knowledge are fundamentally harmful rather than 
helpful. 

I believe that a man who is campaigning for the highest 
office in this land must be willing to talk seriously about 
his policies and the consequences of his policies. When it 
comes to the life and death decisions of our national secu- 
rity, the decisions must be the right ones. There are no 
retakes in the Oval Office. Glibness is not good enough; 
superficiality is not good enough. Every serious candidate 
for the Presidency must be equal to the burdens and the 
responsibility of the Presidency. 

Sometimes when I hear the critics complaining about 
America, its defense policy, America and its foreign policy, 
always complaining but never offering any programs of 
their own, I am reminded of one of the finest Texans I 
ever had the privilege to know in the Congress of the 
United States. 

Sam Rayburn served 50 years in Washington with over 
3,000 Congressmen and Senators and 8 different Presi- 
dents. At the end of a long day, after he had worked hard 
to make a better life for America, when he heard from 
the chronic complainers, Sam Rayburn loved to recall 
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what his father once told him: “Any donkey can kick a 
barn down but it takes an awfully good carpenter to build 
one up.” 

Now as far as the national security policies of the 
United States are concerned, I am convinced that the 
American people would rather have a President who is 
constructively seeking to build the foundations of a lasting 
security than someone who spends most of his time trying 
to kick them down. It is irresponsible and a disservice to 
the American people to lead them to believe that we are 
inferior when we are not, that our military strength is 
insufficient when it is not, or that there are pat answers 
and simple solutions to the complex issues of national 
security when there are none. 

This country must have a President who can do more 
than scratch the surface of complicated problems. It is not 
enough to ask questions; it is not enough to offer criticism. 
It is the obligation of every candidate for the Presidency 
of the United States to offer alternatives, to deal in 
specifics, to provide some answers to the questions that he 
raises. 

If a candidate fails in that responsibility, he has failed 
to satisfy the most fundamental requirement of a political 
campaign and of political leadership in this country. He 
has failed to level with the American people. You must 
demand more than that of Presidential candidates. The 
elections of 1976 are much too important for you to make 
your decisions on the basis of less than complete 
knowledge. 

My record is clear. I have served as your President for 
more than 21 months, and during that period I have rec- 
ommended the two largest military budgets in our Na- 
tion’s history. They were needed to see that our military 
capabilities continue to be strong in the years ahead, as 
they must be if we are to find the peace and security we 
all seek. 

A budget must also be based on facts and hard reality. 
One fact is that in recent years the Soviet Union has been 
spending more and more money for armaments, while 
successive American military budgets have been cut back 
by the Congress. It is a trend that cannot, must not, and 
will not continue. My budget for fiscal year 1977 both 
reverses this trend and makes sure, makes positive that our 
American fighting forces will continue to be unsurpassed 
by any nation on the globe. 

It is a fact—and in this real world a very comforting 
fact—today America is a nation at peace, a nation with 
new confidence in itself and in its future, a nation that 
stands tall and strong and free as it enters its third cen- 
tury. If this is your idea of what America should be, I 
respectfully ask for your support this Saturday, next No- 
vember, and in the challenging years ahead. 

Thank you very much. 

I am delighted now to answer any of the questions. 
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QUESTIONS 


PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, we have heard many accusations by 
your Republican opponent, Mr. Reagan, and in one of 
these he states that the United States is going to give up 
control of the Panama Canal Zone, and I was wondering 
if this accusation had any merit to it? 

THE PresmenT. Let me put the whole problem in 
proper perspective. 

In 1964, riots broke out in Panama and 24 people were 
killed—20 Panamanians and 4 Americans—and on that 
occasion it was decided by the then President Lyndon 
Johnson that the United States should start negotiating 
with the Panama Government to try and resolve how we 
could keep the Canal open for our use, as well as the use 
of other parties as they do today. And those negotiations 
have carried on under President Johnson, Mr. Nixon, 
and my administration, trying to find an answer. 

The attempt we are making is to find an answer so that 
the United States can maintain operational control, main- 
tenance control, and defense control during the economic 
lifetime of the Canal over a long period of time, anywhere 
from 40 to 50 years; certainly, well into the next century. 
No decisions have been made, and this negotiating process 
has gone on for 12 or 13 years. 

I think it is constructive to negotiate, as my two pred- 
ecessors did. Now my Republican opponent, by his very, 
I think, critical statements, in effect, says call off the nego- 
tiations. Let’s think about the consequences of calling off 
those negotiations. 

You would undoubtedly have more riots, undoubtedly 
more bloodshed. You would incur the enmity, antago- 
nism of 309 million people in Latin and South America, 
25 nations. And if we were to keep the Canal open with 
these riots and this guerrilla activity that would inevitably 
result, the United States would have to add significantly 
to the present military forces there. We now have roughly 
10,000 Army personnel down there to defend the Canal. 
You would have to double it or triple it. 

Now I think those very bad consequences can be over- 
come by responsible negotiation, and anybody who wants 
to call off the negotiations by the language which has been 
used or the points that have been made, I think is terribly 
irresponsible. And I intend to continue the negotiations, 
and I assure you we will not do anything that will under- 
cut, destroy the national security interests of the United 
States in the Panama Canal. 


ROLE OF JUNIOR COLLEGES 


Q. Mr. President, we are so proud of Tyler Junior Col- 
lege and its role in education, and we are so honored that 
you chose to come here. 

Tue Preswent. Thank you. 


Q. I would like for you to comment about you 


thoughts about the place of the junior college in America | 


today. 

Tue PresipenT. I have had a lot of experience, prac. 
tical experience with junior colleges, because, as I am 
sure Dr. Jenkins knows, the Grand Rapids Junior College 
was one of the first that was founded, in my hometown, 
back in about 1912 or 1913. And it is a fine junior college, 
So I know the benefits not only now, but over the year, 
This was particularly true during the Depression, when 
many young people couldn’t go to a 4-year school—they 
had to stay home and live with their parents and go toa 
junior college. 

Now in the Congress of the United States—about 1( 
years ago, the Congress approved and I supported the 
effort of the Federal Government to provide aid and 
assistance, financial aid and assistance, to what on a na- 
tional level has been called community colleges and junior 
colleges, as I understand it, which are a part of that over- 
all complex. 

I believe very strongly that the community college, the 
junior college, has a very significant and vital impact on 
our educational process and I fully support them. 


EQUIPMENT FOR ARMED FORCES RESERVES 


Q. Mr. President, as a member of the Reserves of our 
Armed Forces, I have noted a continuing shortage of mili- 
tary hardware. If we are to maintain an adequate reserve 
force we must have the equipment to train with. Can any- 
thing be done about these shortages? 

Tue Preswent. In the budget that I submitted for the 
next fiscal year, which begins October 1, on the recom- 
mendations of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the Secretary 
of Defense, we have added extra money to upgrade or 
modernize our reserve forces, whether they are the Army, 
the Navy, the Air Force, or the Marines, or the National 
Guard. There is no question about the fact that during 
the Vietnam war and at the time of the Yom Kippur War 
in the Middle East, that our reserve hardware was cut 
back or was not kept flowing at the right level because we 
were diverting much of our mobilization reserve either to 
Vietnam or we did, on some occasions, to the Middle East. 

But we are at peace. We now have an obligation to 
upgrade and to modernize the equipment that our reserve 
forces have. And in the budget for next fiscal year, we art 
trying to do that. And I am telling you very straightfor- 
wardly, I recognize the problem that developed over 4 
period of 5 years. We are going to correct it, because the 
Reserves play a very vital part in our overall national 
defense program. 


DEATH OF MARINE AT SAN DIEGO DEPOT 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to know how you fed 
about the death of the East Texas Marine in San Diego 
the Marine depot? 
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Tue Presivent. When I first learned about that tragic 
incident, I asked the Secretary of Defense to give me a 
full report on this incident that ended very tragically. I 
have received a report from the Secretary of Defense. It 
apparently is a matter now in litigation or potential litiga- 
tion so I, as Commander in Chief, ought not to comment 
on the pros or cons. 

I have a full report. I know the whole history. It is sad, 
and it is very tragic. I can say this, that as a result of that 
incident and some other developments, certain aspects of 
Marine training are being changed, and I think changed 
for the good. 


CONTINGENCY DEFENSE PLANS 


Q. Mr. President, I believe that you and former Secre- 
tary of Defense Schlesinger have stated that we would 
engage in limited nuclear warfare in the defense of South 
Korea. Could you define limited nuclear warfare and the 
ramifications of such with reference to the Chinese? 

Tue Preswent. I really don’t think that I ought to 
discuss what we would do in any potential—if the poten- 
tial is there of a war, whether it is limited or nuclear. Cer- 
tainly we can speculate, but I don’t think that I should 
announce at a forum like this what we would do based on 
some speculative assumption that we would have a re- 
invasion by North Korea of South Korea or some other 
adversary attacking us or attacking an ally. 

We have contingency plans to meet all challenges, all 
challenges. And those plans are available for the Com- 
mander in Chief to make a decision on, under any cir- 
cumstances, and I can assure you that we will meet all 
challenges. 

We have the options as to what we should do. We 
have the capability to meet those challenges, and this 
Commander in Chief will meet any challenges in the fu- 
ture as decisively as he did when we took action at the 
time of the Mayaguez affair. 


OIL COMPANY DIVESTITURE 


Q. Mr. President, Texas always has been recognized 
as one of the greatest oil producing States in America. I 
wonder if you would comment on the big push in Con- 
gress and Washington nowadays of breaking up the 
major oil companies and what effect this would have on 
our economy? 

Tue Preswent. That is a very good question, and I 
am delighted to answer it. We have a number of major oil 
Producers, refiners, producers, et cetera. There is a bill 
in the United States Senate, sponsored by my fellow 
Michigander, Senator Phil Hart, that wants to break up 
all major oil companies. It is called the divestiture bill. 

We have analyzed that bill and others, and we analyzed 
those proposals on the basis of this criteria: Would they 
increase the availability of domestic oil? Those are the two 


criteria. Would they reduce cost to the consumer, and 
would they end up in getting more production so we 
would be less dependent on foreign oil? 

As we analyzed those bills that would break up our 
major oil companies and analyzed them against those two 
criteria, we come to the conclusion that divestiture as 
exemplified by that bill is wrong and, therefore, I am 
opposed to it. 

U.S. POLICY TOWARD AFRICA 


Q. Mr. President, recently Dr. Kissinger announced a 
new ten-point program dealing with our relations with 
Africa. Would you please elaborate on this program and 
speak specifically what support we will give to the black 
nationalists in their struggle for majority rule? 

THE PRESIDENT. Let me summarize the objectives of 
our program in Africa. Number one, we strongly believe 
today, as we have over the 200-year period of our history, 
in self-determination by people of a country. That is 
how we got our freedom—-self-determination. 

Number two, our policy would guarantee minority 
rights for any individuals in any of those countries in 
Africa. 

Number three, our policy is one of keeping major powers 
out of Africa and major powers dominating any one 
country in Africa. We don’t want to dominate the 
economy, the political system in any one of those 


' countries, and we don’t want any other nation to do it, 


including the Soviet Union. That is the basis of our 
program. 

Now, let me be very clear on the last part of the ques- 
tion that you asked. We are not going to supply any arms 
to any insurgents. We don’t think that is the way for the 
United States to project itself as a country that wants to 
help solve some of those controversial problems there. 
Under no circumstances are we going to provide arms to 
any of the insurgents. We simply believe in self-determina- 
tion, guarantee of minority rights, and the nondomination 
of any country by an outside force. 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 


Q. Mr. President, there has been quite a bit of contro- 
versy concerning the national election committee. I was 
wondering what was your stand and what actions have 
been taken to give the candidates further money to fur- 
ther their campaigns for the Presidency? 

THE PresweENT. In 1974, Congress passed the present 
law. The Supreme Court, on January 30 of this year, said 
that there were certain provisions of that law that were 
unconstitutional including how the Federal Election Com- 
mission was established. 

A few days after the decision of the Supreme Court, as 
Senator John Tower knows, we had the Democratic and 
Republican leadership of the House and Senate down to 
the White House in the Cabinet Room, and I told them 
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the best thing to do was simply to amend the basic law to 
provide that the Election Commission could continue its 
work, and that the Congress shouldn’t add a lot of extra- 
neous legislation in the process of correcting what the Su- 
preme Court said was wrong. 

Now, that was January 30 when the Court made the 
decision. Two or 3 days after that I talked to the leaders 
in the Congress, and here it is—what is the date?—[laugh- 
ter|—April 28—here it is April 28, and the Congress has 
not yet finished its work on that legislation. It is unforgive- 
able. 

I had a meeting yesterday with some Members of the 
House and Senate, and they verified what I have been 
saying for the last 10 days while Congress has been on an- 
other vacation. [Laughter.] They verified to me that the 
Congress, even the committee, the conference committee, 
hasn’t finished its work. And one of the Members there 
said to me, “Mr. President, will you go out and say that 
you will agree with this piece of paper that they showed 
me?” 

I said, “Have you finished the job? Can you change it 
if I say I am going to approve it?” “Oh, yes, we can go 
back and change it.” I am not going to sign any—or in- 
dicate to the Congress that I am going to sign anything 
that they can change when they get in some closed com- 
mittee room. 

When they finally do their job, 90 days or more after 
they started it, then I will make a decision. And it may be a 
veto and I may sign it, but I have to read the fine print, 
just like everybody else ought to read the fine print. 


LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF TERMS FOR MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS 


Q. Mr. President, it has recently been suggested to limit 
years of service for Members of Congress. As President 
and as a former Congressman, how do you feel about this 


proposal? 


Tue Presment. I have mixed emotions. I have seen’ 


some of the outstanding Members of the Congress whose 
contribution increased substantially every year that they 
served. And one of my dearest friends in the Congress is 
one of your fellow Texans. I served with him on the De- 
fense Appropriations Subcommittee and on the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for 16 years. George Mahon is one 
of the most capable, most qualified Members of the Con- 
gress that I know, and he has been there 35 or 40 years. 

On the other hand, I have seen some that have been 
there 2 years and they shouldn’t have come in the first 
place. [Laughter] 

So, I do have mixed feelings. When you come right 
down to it. I think we ought to rely on the good judgment 
of the people in each congressional district or the voters in 
each State for a Senator. If they like the job the Senator 
or Congressman has done, then they can keep sending him 


down. If they don’t like him, every 2 years in one case and 
every 6 years in the other, they can make a change. 

So I really think it goes back to whether or not we have 
faith in the judgment of the people in each district or each 
State and, boy, I am all for their judgment. 


TEXAS PRIMARY ELECTION 


Q. Mr. President, on what basis do you continue to 
refer to yourself as the underdog in the Texas primary? 
[Laughter] 

Tue Presment. We have seen some polls when we 
started to actively campaign in Texas that showed that my 
opponent has been here many, many times and was mak- 
ing an impression with some of his statements. So, when 
you look at the polls, you have to believe them to some 
extent. 

But we have narrowed the gap, because I think we have 
a first-class chairman of my committee in Senator John 
Tower. He is not only a great Senator, but he is a great 
chairman of my committee. Then we have a lot of volun- 
teers, and they seem to be coming into the various offices 
in greater numbers. 

And naturally, I think my policy of prosperity at 
home—and it is really beginning to move faster and faster 
and faster, with everything that is supposed to be going 
down going down, and everything that is supposed to be 
going up going up—with our overall policy of defense and 
foreign policy, I think we have a very good chance of 
upsetting my opponent. We are sure going to try. 


PRESIDENT’S RELIGIOUS COMMITMENT 


Q. Mr. President, my question is twofold. Do you be- 
lieve the Bible is the inspired word of God and it is truth 
when it says that Jesus Christ is King of Kings and Lord 
of Lords? Are you personally [inaudible] Jesus Christ 
as King of your life? And as a political leader, will you 
commit your life to make Christ the Prince the standard 
for all your decisions, whether judicial, legislative, execu- 
tive, or personal? 

Tue PresivenT. The answer, without getting into the 
details, is yes. I have been, as a part of my own parents 
family and as a part of our family, I think, deeply com- 
mitted. I have especially committed myself, and I think 
the decisions that I make every day have to be related toa 
higher authority than just what we as humans do. 

In my opinion, this is the way that all of us can get the 
kind of help that is needed and necessary in the future. 

I will take one more. 


SCHOOL BUSING AND FEDERAL AID TO EDUCATION 


Q. Mr. President, your opponent has brought out that 
busing—he would do away with busing and spend the 
money that he is using—that they are presently using for 
busing to have better education. Now, what is your stand 
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on this, and do you believe that in your proposed budget 
that you are going to use more money for education? 

Tue PrEsmeENT. First, let me answer the last. In the 
Federal budget that I submitted for fiscal year 1977, in 
the field of primary and secondary education, I recom- 
mended $3,400 million, which was a $200 million increase 
over the current fiscal year. So, yes, we have recommended 
more money for primary and secondary education. 

Number two, I have long said that the aim and objec- 
tive is quality education. I believe there is a better answer 
to quality education than forced busing under court order 
toachieve racial balance. 

Thank you very much. 
note: The President spoke at 9:02 a.m. in the Wagstaff Gymnasi- 
um. In his opening remarks, he referred to Dr. H. E. Jenkins, presi- 


dent, and Jack Flock, chairman of the board of trustees, Tyler 
Junior College. 


Nondiscrimination With Respect 
tothe Handicapped in Federally 
Assisted Programs 


Executive Order 11914. April 28, 1976 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitu- 
tion and statutes of the United States of America, includ- 
ing section 301 of title 3 of the United States Code, and 
as President of the United States, and in order to provide 
for consistent implementation within the Federal Govern- 
ment of section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 
US.C. 794), it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. The Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare shall coordinate the implementation of section 
504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, here- 
inafter referred to as section 504, by all Federal de- 
partments and agencies empowered to extend Federal 
financial assistance to any program or activity. The Secre- 
tary shall establish standards for determining who are 
handicapped individuals and guidelines for determining 
what are discriminatory practices, within the meaning of 
section 504. The Secretary shall assist Federal departments 
and agencies to coordinate their programs and activities 
and shall consult with such departments and agencies, as 
necessary, so that consistent policies, practices, and pro- 
cedures are adopted with respect to the enforcement of 
section 504. 

Sec. 2. In order to implement the provisions of section 
504, each Federal department and agency empowered to 
Provide Federal financial assistance shall issue rules, regu- 
lations, and directives, consistent with the standards and 
procedures established by the Secretary of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare. 

Sec. 3. (a) Whenever the appropriate department or 
agency determines, upon all the information available to 


it, that any recipient of, or applicant for, Federal financial 
assistance is in noncompliance with the requirements 
adopted pursuant to this order, steps to secure voluntary 
compliance shall be carried out in accordance with stand- 
ards and procedures established pursuant to this order. 

(b) If voluntary compliance cannot be secured by 
informal means, compliance with section 504 may be 
effected by the suspension or termination of, or refusal to 
award or continue, Federal financial assistance or by other 
appropriate means authorized by law, in accordance with 
standards and procedures established pursuant to this 
order. 

(c) No such suspension or termination of, or refusal 
to award or continue, Federal financial assistance shall 
become effective unless there has been an express finding, 
after opportunity for a hearing, of a failure by the recipi- 
ent of, or applicant for, Federal financial assistance to 
comply with the requirements adopted pursuant to this 
order; however, such suspension or termination of, or 
refusal to award or continue, Federal financial assistance 
shall be limited in its effect to the particular program or 
activity or part thereof with respect to which there has 
been such a finding of noncompliance. 

Sec. 4. Each Federal department and agency shall 
furnish the Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
such reports and information as the Secretary requests 
and shall cooperate with the Secretary in the implementa- 
tion of section 504. 

Sec. 5. The Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare may adopt rules and regulations and issue orders 
which he deems are necessary to carry out his respon- 
sibilities under this order. The Secretary shall ensure that 
such rules, regulations, and orders are not inconsistent 
with, or duplicative of, other Federal Government policies 
relating to the handicapped, including those policies 
adopted in accordance with sections 501, 502, and 503 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, or the Archi- 
tectural Barriers Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et seq.). 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
April 28, 1976. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:07 a.m., 
April 28, 1976] 


Fort Worth, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
Carswell Air Force Base. April 28, 1976 


THE PresweENT. Good morning. 

First, it is nice to be here at Carswell, and just as I 
arrived I had learned that the outfit here had, within the 
very last few days, gotten a 100 percent rating on their 
performance on an operational alert, so I want to congrat- 
ulate the base, the people, the support folks who are doing 
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an outstanding job. This is the kind of defense program 
that we have—100 percent. I wish we could do that in 
politics. 

Now I will be glad to answer any questions. 

Q. Mr. President, do you still think Hubert Humphrey 
is going to be your Democratic nominee after Mr. Carter’s 
performance yesterday? 

Tue Preswent. I would say that the momentum for 
Carter has certainly accelerated and it seems to me unless 
they go to a broker’s convention and a smoke-filled room, 
that it will probably be Carter. 

Q. Mr. President, over in Dallas a couple of weeks ago 
you thought the Middle East was stabilized. In view of 
what is happening with the new regime possibly coming 
into Lebanon, do you think this is taking a further stabil- 
ization? 

THE PRESWENT. Yes, I do, and before I left Washing- 
ton yesterday I met for about half an hour with Ambassa- 
dor Dean Brown who just came back from spending about 
3 weeks in Lebanon. And he believes that the situation is 
slowly but surely improving, and that the prospects for 
the settlement there have increased very significantly. It 
is still a hard road but the situation has improved, and 
we are optimistic in that it will improve. 

Q. Are you still adamant on your vetoing interim funds 
if they come through? 

THE PREsIDENT. Well, when you look at the overall 
record, in 2 fiscal years I have recommended for Israel 
over $4 billion and correspondingly lower figures for 
Egypt, for Jordan, for Syria, and it has proved to me there 
is no need in a 25-month period for any more than the 
amount of money that I recommended, which was over 
$4 billion for Israel. 

Q. Mr. President, you accused Ronald Reagan of being 
simplistic and not understanding the complex national 
defense issue and not being able to have a retake in the 
Oval Office. Aren’t you engaging in personality politics, 
which you said you hoped to avoid? 

THE PREswENT. Well, I had hoped to avoid it but 
when I heard and read some of the things that were said, 
particularly about the security forces of the United States, 
I think the answer had to be very direct and very specific, 
and it was this morning. 

Q. Mr. President, are you accusing him of being unfit to 
be President of the United States? 

THE Preswent. Oh, I wouldn’t put it in that term, 
Phil. I just simply say that the defense capabilities of this 
country are sufficient, they are unsurpassed, and you have 
to look at the whole picture rather than little pieces that 
some people pick out and want to use as an illustration, 
which if you do is an unfair and I think illogical way to 
approach our overall defense capability. 

Q. Mr. President, if you have to run against Jimmy 
Carter, how do you size him up? Do you think he will be 
a tough opponent? 


Tue Present. Well, we are concentrating, Wally, 
on our own campaign effort and I really haven’t thought 
about any prospective Democrat. We will meet that 
head-on after August of 1976. 

Q. Mr. President, are you worried that Mr. Reagan’s 
win here could produce a domino effect? 

Tue Present. Would you repeat it? 

Q. Are you worried that Mr. Reagan’s win in Texas 
could produce a domino effect? 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, we are closing the gap, as I said 
earlier, in the last 24 hours, and we don’t concede Texas 
to anybody, whether it is in May or whether it is in 
November. 

Q. Mr. President, you talked about Reagan having a 
simplistic knowledge of foreign policy. Do you believe that 
Jimmy Carter falls in that same category? 

THE PresiDENT. We will meet that problem when we 
get through the convention in August and the nomination. 

Q. Mr. President, in light of Secretary of State Kis. 
singer’s comments about unrelenting opposition to Ian 
Smith’s government in Rhodesia, does this mean our Na- 
tion will be supporting the black nationalist movement in 
Africa? 

Tue PresipENT. What we have said—and I will re- 
peat it very specifically—the United States traditionally, 
including our own independence, believes in self-deter- 
mination. It means that we have to guarantee the rights of 
the minority, and we are speaking, of course, to make cer- 
tain that no foreign, non-African country dominates that 
great continent, and that includes the Soviet Union or 
anybody else. This should be a program on a worldwide 
scale of helping Africans help themselves. And we are ded- 
icated to, as I said, self-determination and the protection 
of guaranteeing minority rights. 

Thank you all very, very much. It is nice to see you. 
NOTE: The President spoke at 12:10 p.m. 


Fort Worth, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at the Fort Worth-Tarrant 
County Bar Association Luncheon. 
April 28, 1976 


Dick Brown, Senator Tower, John Lawrence, Bill David, 
Loren Hanson, Judge Brown, members of the judiciary, 
our reverent members from the various churches of this 
community, ladies and gentlemen: 

At the outset, let me express by deepest appreciation to 
the Southwest High School Band and to the Castleberry 
High School Choir. Thank you, both of you. 

It is a great privilege and a very high honor to have 
the opportunity to be here this afternoon before the dis 
tinguished members of the Fort Worth/Tarrant County 
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Bar Association, Federal Bar Association, and the Fort 
Worth/Tarrant County Young Lawyers Association, and 
and I thank you from the bottom of my heart for this op- 
portunity to join you on this occasion. 

It is a very special privilege to be speaking just 2 days 
before we celebrate Law Day all across the United States. 
The rule of law is the very foundation of our rational 
society, and the rule of law created by the people, which 
the people willingly obey, is central to a free and a demo- 
cratic society. 

In our Bicentennial Year, Law Day takes on a very 
special significance, for our Founding Fathers in establish- 
ing this country dared to put the ultimate authority into 
the hands of those described in the first three words of the 
Constitution: ““We, the people.” 

Not all men accepted this idea. Thomas Jefferson, in his 


first inaugural address recognized that some honest men. 


feared a republican government could not be strong, but 
Thomas Jefferson disagreed with them. He believed this 
to be the strongest government on Earth. He said, and I 
quote, “I believe it the only one where every man at the 
call of law would fly to the standard of the law and would 
met invasions of the public order as his own personal 
concern.” 

Jefferson touched the very heart of our national fate. 
He said history would tell whether men could be trusted 
to govern themselves, and history has its answer. 

Two centuries later, the United States of America is 
still a country where the people make the laws and the 
people obey them, and the United States of America 
still has the strongest and the freest form of government 
on this Earth, and that is why we can say we are very 
proud to be Americans. 

Now we are on the threshold of our third century. I 
see this as the century of individual freedom in which in- 
dividuals will increasingly fulfill themselves as they achieve 
their national or natural potential. For this to be the cen- 
tury of individual freedom, it must be the century of in- 
dividual security. For the law to provide that security, we 
must have laws that are respected. We must keep the law 
alive by making sure that it changes to meet the changing 
needs of our society in America. 

While protecting the rights of the accused, our emphasis 
must always be on protecting the rights of the victim. The 
victim must be our primary concern and the law must be 
our means of fulfilling the promise in our Constitution to 
insure domestic tranquility. 

We must continue working to identify and to solve those 
social-and institutional problems which cause crime in 
the first place. But there are also new efforts we can make 
and have been making to fight crime by improving the ad- 
Ministration of justice. We must ensure that the law is 
administered fairly, swiftly, and surely. 

One of my earliest concerns as President was to seek 
some cures for our crime problem, a problem which has 
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been growing in this country for more than 50 years. I put 
crime control among the top items of our national agenda. 
In 1975, we saw the rate of increase in crime drop substan- 
tially in America—from 17 percent in 1974 to 9 percent 
in 1975—and we have found some productive ways to 
deal with crime by providing ideas and Federal seed 
money to the State and local authorities who have the 
responsibility for criminal prosecution. 

Here in Tarrant County, for example, the Law En- 
forcement Assistance Administration will have provided 
almost $2 million in aid to the district attorney’s office 
from 1973 to 1978. 

The money has been used imaginatively by your local 
law enforcement agencies to serve many, many purposes. 
It has helped your attorneys to use their time, their talents, 
much more effectively by providing administrative help, 
continuous training, and capital improvement, such as 
computers. 

One very important function it has served—it has been 
put to use by prosecuting attorneys in direct and immedi- 
ate contact with police officers. By screening the cases as 
they are brought in, prosecution has been made very 
much more effective. This has helped to relieve over- 
crowding in the courts, which all too often lets criminals 
hide behind the logjam. 

For example, LEAA last year finished a report on rape 
and its victims, and is currently sponsoring a major na- 
tional survey on that subject. We must continue our efforts 
at the Federal level to help local authorities improve their 
administration of justice. That is why I have recom- 
mended that funding for the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Act be extended through 1981, so that programs such as 
this can continue and so that we can confront special 
crime problems. 

The studies will help local authorities to deal much 
more effectively and more extensively with rape victims 
and will aid in the prosecution of rapists. Over $18 million 
of LEAA funds have been used by State and local au- 
thorities to find more effective ways of dealing with the 
problem of rape across the country. 

In another area I am pleased to note that today the 
LEAA and the Administration on the Aging are signing 
an agreement which will help to target law enforcement 
resources on the criminal threat to the elderly and this is a 
serious problem all over the United States. 

Still another program with very special promise was 
instituted at my direction shortly after I took office. In 
September of 1974, I directed the Department of Justice 
to undertake in connection with State and local govern- 
ment a career criminal impact program. The career crimi- 
nal program is founded on a very basic truth—most 
Americans are law abiding and the vast majority of seri- 
ous crimes in this country are committed by a very small 
minority of habitual offenders. 

This small minority has chosen to place itself outside of 
our society, committing criminal acts not once but again 
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and again and again. They are a chronic threat to our 
security. 

We must identify them, bring them to justice, and make 
their punishment swift and certain, and we will. 

Here in Texas two career criminal programs are 
actually now underway. In Houston one program began 
in July of last year and today the average time from arrest 
to indictment is 9 days for those identified as career crimi- 
nals versus 42 days for other criminal cases. 

The time from arrest to trial for career criminal 
defendants is a month less and for other criminal defend- 
ants sentences have averaged 25.8 years. That is not a bad 
record. Most important of all, since this program got un- 
derway in Houston, there has been a significant decrease 
in the number of armed robberies compared to the year 
before. 

Not far from here, in Dallas, another career criminal 
program has been in effect for the last 6 months. In that 
brief time, it has zeroed in on 23 third-time offenders. It 
has shown the career criminal what awaits him. Of those 
23, 20 have received life sentences and 3 received 40-year 
sentences, again not a bad record. 

Let me make very clear that we do not pursue this swift 
justice in these very heavy sentences out of vindictiveness. 
I believe, in general, we must do everything we can to 
rehabilitate those who have committed crimes and to help 
them regain their place in society. But, for these career 
criminals, rehabilitation has obviously failed. These indi- 
viduals have all been to one or more correctional institu- 
tions, and they have demonstrated for them at least reha- 
bilitation programs have served no useful purpose. 

Therefore, our duty—and I emphasize our duty—is to 
protect the innocent victim and potential victims by sepa- 
rating the career criminals from our society and keeping 
them confined for a longer and longer time. 

Through programs such as this, we can help relieve the 
American people of a terrible threat to their lives and to 
their safety. By combatting crime we reaffirm the right of 
every American to enjoy life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness. 

We must not be content until the potential criminal 
faces arrest so certain, punishment so heavy, that he will 
lose his taste for acts of crime and acts of violence. 

Let me summarize the actions that we have taken to re- 
duce crime in America. In addition to instituting the 
career criminal program and recommending the exten- 
sion of funds for the Law Enforcement Assistance Admin- 
istration, my budget that is for fiscal 1977 provides funds 
for four new Federal prisons. I have directed the Depart- 
ment of Justice to develop new programs to protect and to 
assist the witnesses in Federal criminal proceedings while 
fully supporting the right of the law-abiding citizens to 
own firearms. 

I have recommended legislation which would make 
mandatory sentences for those who use a gun in the coin- 
mission of a Federal crime. I have intensified the fight 


against hard drugs, which we all know are directly con. 
nected in many cases with crimes. 

Just yesterday I sent to the Congress a special message 
on drug abuse calling for mandatory minimum prison 
sentences for those convicted of trafficking in hard drugs, 
I have consulted with the leaders of Mexico, Colombia, 
and Turkey to urge stronger action by them in cooperating 
with us to halt the flow of hard drugs into the United 
States. 

I have recommended that the Congress increase funds 
to get drug addicts into the treatment and out of crime, 
We are spending 10 times more Federal funds on drug 
prevention treatment and rehabilitation this year than we 
spent just 7 years ago. 

In addition to mandatory minimum sentences for drug 
traffickers and for Federal crimes involving the use of 
dangerous weapons, I have recommended to the Congress 
mandatory minimum sentences for repeat offenders who 
commit violent crimes and criminals guilty of grave 
offenses, such as aircraft hijacking and kidnapping. 

All of our efforts in these many many areas have been 
aimed at insuring domestic tranquility and the rule of law. 
But, let us remember that crime is just one threat to the 
peace and to the security of all Americans. 

At the Federal level, we must fulfill our obligation to 
provide national security as well as personal security. Un- 
til we can achieve the rule of law in the global sense, a 
strong military capability is absolutely essential. 

The American people must be kept secure and free 
from the threat of outside attack. This means we must 
maintain our high state of military preparedness, and we 
will. We will continue to insure that the United States of 
America is unsurpassed in military capability. 

Here in Texas you play a very, very important part 
in maintaining our national security. I was pleased to 
find out as we flew in here this morning that out at 
Carswell Air Force Base, that wonderful installation with 
all those fine people in the Air Force—men, women, 
uniformed as well as civilian personnel—that they had a 
recent alert called by their higher ups, and they achieved 
a 100 percent readiness factor. They should be 
congratulated. 

Your aerospace industry keeps us strong, helps us in the 
search for new ways to deter aggression, and I salute you 
for it. The defense program that I am proposing will 
mean that the United States of America will remain unsur- 
passed for years and years to come if we keep the trend 
which I propose moving in the years ahead. 

I am glad to report to you that, since submitting the 
budget in January of this year, we have finally convinced 
the Congress after 10 years where they slashed, they cut, 
they reduced the budgets proposed by myself and my 
predecessors, they are apparently going to go along with 
the strong defense budget that I recommended for the 
next fiscal year. So, thank the Congress on this occasion. 
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Talking about that budget, just about 3 weeks ago 
ye laid the keel for the first of our new class of nuclear 
ubmarines to be armed with the most accurate sub- 
marine ballistic missiles in the world. The Trident missile 
feet will be the foundation for a formidable, technolog- 
ially superior force through the 1980's. 

We are now completing the final testing of the world’s 
most modern and capable strategic bomber, the B—1. I 
budgeted in that budget we sent to Capitol Hill in January 
wer 144 billion dollars for the B—1 production in fiscal 
year 1977. 

We are accelerating our work on a new intercon- 
tinental ballistic missile for the 1980’s. We are developing 
anew use missile for both air and naval forces. Nor does 
wr efforts stop with weapons, for we are also extending 
our Army divisions from 13 to 16 divisions. I pledge to 
every one of you and all others of the 215 million 
Americans that we will keep America strong, not strong 
for the sake of war, but strong for the sake of peace, which 
we now have. 

We will continue this policy, this program of peace 
through strength and at the same time we will maintain 
our international leadership, negotiating wherever pos- 
ible to reduce the level of tensions in the world. There 
are no easy answers, no simple solutions to the complex 
problems of personal and national security. But our 
determination to solve those problems in itself is a source 
of strength. Our warning to those who threaten our secu- 
rity at home or abroad is the same. Americans will never 
be intimidated and Americans will keep the security and 
the independence that we have had for 200 years, and 
we will keep it forever in the future. 

Thank you very very much. 


nore: The President spoke at 1:30 p.m. in the South Exhibit Hall 
at the Tarrant County Convention Center. 


Fort Worth, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Volunteers Reception. April 28, 1976 


First, I want to thank the wonderful band over here. I 
want to thank all of you who I have had the opportnuity 
'o meet and the ones I didn’t. I will also thank you be- 


) Cause it is my judgment that we have a first-class organiza- 
ion, and we have some wonderful volunteers. With the 


kind of leadership, with John Tower and everybody else, 
and some good programs, some good policies at home and 


| abroad, I think we can surprise them and win. 


My wife Betty came back from a wonderful trip down 


| © Texas. She was enthusiastic. My son Jack—he came 


back from his second trip down here. Of course, every- 


place I go they say Jack is great, Betty is great I am 
getting a little self-conscious. 

We have the right programs at home and abroad. We 
have outstanding leadership with John Tower. We have 
tremendous support from people like yourselves. And I 
can’t thank you enough for what you have done, what you 
are doing and, boy, that news could be very, very good 
Saturday night. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 2:20 p.m. in the Foyer Lounge at 
the Tarrant County Convention Center. 


Houston, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
Intercontinental Airport. April 28, 1976 


Tue PresiwenT. Good afternoon. It is nice to be here. 
We have had a wonderful day and a half in Texas and are 
delighted to be in Houston. 

I will be more than pleased to answer any questions. 

Q. Mr. President, Ronald Reagan has just completed 
a couple of days in Texas in which he has been urging 
people to cross over and to vote for—clearly Democrats— 
to cross over and vote for him in the primary. Would it 
hurt you, and what are you going to do during your 24 
hours or so in Texas to try to blunt that? 

Tue Preswent. Naturally, we are very anxious to 
have any and all Texans support my candidacy. Natu- 
rally, we hope to get a very substantial part of the Republi- 
cans that normally vote Republican, but we would be 
very pleased to have Texans, Independents or Democrats, 
support us, and we want all elements of the great citizenry 
of Texas to support my candidacy. 

Q. Are you badly hurt if you lose Texas? 

Tue Presment. We think, as I have said before, that 
we have been an underdog. We are closing the gap. We 
are going to make it a very close race, and I never predict 
what is going to happen in finality until the good citizens 
of Texas make the decision, and then we will analyze it. 

Q. But if you lose, will it hurt? 

Tue Preswent. Any time you lose, when you finish 
second, of course you lose something. But we are going to 
continue work, and we will make a decision on that when 
the votes are all counted Saturday night. 

Q. Mr. President, in talking and following up on 
Thomas’ question here, are you interested in getting some 
of the supporters of George Wallace? You know the Rea- 
gan people are going after some of the Wallaceites in this 
State, and I just wonder if you feel you should be getting 
some of those votes as well? 
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THE Preswent. I carefully stated what I said, I want 
all independent voters of Texas and all Democratic voters 
who traditionally have supported the Democratic Party 
who believe in my philosophy. My philosophy is the kind 
that I think overall will appeal to most Texans. 

Q. Mr. President, you seemed to say this morning that 
you thought that Mr. Carter might be replacing Mr. 
Humphrey as the front runner of the Democrats. Which 
candidate do you think would be the hardest to beat? Mr. 
Humphrey or Mr. Carter? 

THE Preswent. I always assume the Democrats are 
a very formidable contender or opposition and I will wait 
until the Democrats make the choice. And I am sure they 
will make a choice either by the primary or convention 
process or in a smoke-filled room, and we will wait and 
see who they pick. 

Q. Mr. President, has John Connally been of any help 
in advising you what to say or how to conduct yourself 
in Texas, and will you be calling him or visiting with him 
while you are here? 

Tue Presment. I have met with John Connally on 
several occasions recently and we talked about the polit- 
ical situation in Texas and the 49 other States. When you 
talk politics with a man as experienced and able as he, you 
inevitably gain a bit of advice and counsel, and we are 
trying to draw on that help and assistance that he gave 
without endorsing me. 

Q. Mr. President, have you made any better decision 
in terms of who you would want as your Vice President? 

Tue Presment. No, we still think there is a wonder- 
ful reservoir of good Republican potential candidates for 
the Vice Presidency. It is a little premature to make any 
selection at this time. 

REporTER. Thank you very much. 

THE PRESENT. It is nice to see you all. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:03 p.m. 


Houston, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Texas Builders and Contractors 
Associations. April 28, 1976 


THe Preswent. John, Senator Tower, Jim Norman, 
Tom Smith, Vernon, Bratten, distinguished guests, ladies 
and gentlemen: 

It is really a great privilege and a very high honor to 
join you for this meeting of the Houston Builders Associa- 
tion. I congratulate all of you for the part that you have 
played in the amazing growth of the Houston area in 
recent years. You know better than I that you have 
doubled the office space in Houston in just a short span 


of 6 years and that you rank third in the Nation in cumy. 
lative construction activity over the past 10 years, 

With a thousand new residences every week and a 
generally favorable mortgage interest rate, housing starts 
here in Houston are among the Nation’s most encour. 
aging, with 4,388 in the last quarter alone. And there js 
an anticipated demand in this great area for 28,000 new 
units between now and 1978. 

Net new savings in Texas thrift institutions in January 
of this year were 54 percent higher than the same month 
last year. Twice as many building permits were issued 
in 1976 as in the first quarter of 1975, and nearly three 
times as many in March of this year as in March of 1975, 

Another stimulus to construction in the Lone Star State 
is the Federal highway legislation which I will sign next 
week. This legislation will provide Texas with $260 mil- 
lion for highway construction and improvements between 
June of this year and September of 1977, and another 
$317 million in fiscal year 1978. That is a lot of money 
and a lot of construction. 

Nationwide, where construction activity has been much 
slower recently, we are all seeing some very, very encour- 
aging signs of progress. Building permits throughout 
America in each of the first 3 months of this year have 
been 100 percent greater than in the same 3 months of 
1975. 

With a balanced Federal budget—and I fully intend to 
get one by fiscal year 1979—we can get the government 
out of competition with you in the private money market. 
We can let your business get bigger instead of letting the 
Federal Government get bigger and bigger. 

For the present, your industry is already being helped 
by the economic recovery that we are enjoying through- 
out America today. We are making very encouraging 
progress in combatting both of our most powerful eco 
nomic enemies— inflation as well as recession. 

The Consumer Price Index for the first quarter of 1976 
reported an annual rate of inflation of only 2.9 percent— 
the lowest rate of inflation in 4 years. I can’t guarantee tt 
will continue to be that low with every report in the 
months ahead, but when you look back to the 12.2 per 
cent inflation we were experiencing in 1974 when I first 
became your President, you can easily see that we have 
made real solid, dramatic progress against inflation, and 
we are going to keep the pressure on and on and on. 

We made a great deal of progress, also, in fighting the 
recession. More than 86,700,000 Americans are on the 
job today. That is more than we have ever had in tht 
history of the United States on our work force. 

Considering where we started, with the worst recession 
in 40 years, I would say that is a pretty good comeback 
by any standard. Furthermore, the Department of Cott 
merce announced last week that the gross national prod: 
uct—the value of all goods and services produced 
America—rose at an annual rate of 74 percent in the 
first quarter of 1976. 
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Real earnings for the American worker are up dramat- 
ically over what they were a year ago. Total retail sales 
are up 17 percent from last year. And the index of con- 
sumer confidence is about double what it was 12 months 


SThe fellows who are after my job may try to deny it, 
but the plain fact of the matter is we are on the road to 
anew prosperity in the United States of America, aid 
we are going to stay on that road in the months and years 
ahead. 

Finally, let me say with this strong recovery, yes, it is 
gatifying. This Nation has still not come to terms with 
one of the major causes of the recession itself. I am refer- 
fing to our dependence on foreign energy sources for 
domestic energy needs. It is a tragic and very frustrating 
fact that our dependence has actually increased rather 
than decreased since the Arab oil embargo of 1973. 

During one week in March, for the first time in Amer- 
ica’s history, we imported more crude oil and petroleum 
products than we produced here at home. I have done 
everything possible—given the opposition of an uncoop- 
erative Congress—to remedy this serious situation. 

I would like to trace a little history if I might. In my 
very first State of the Union Message, in January of 1975, 
I laid out a plan to reverse those dangerous trends that 
have placed not only our energy needs but our economic 
future in jeopardy. 

Fifteen months ago, I recommended decontrol of oil 
and natural gas prices. The Congress deliberated, delayed, 
debated, dawdled all the way from January to December 
of last year and finally sent me an energy bill. It was a long 
way from perfect, but at least it was a start. In that bill, 
the Congress agreed for the first time to remove controls 
on oil prices. Unfortunately, the Congress insisted that 
full decontrol be carried out over a 40-month period. 

lindicated last December that I would order immediate 
steps to remove controls on petroleum products and I also 
pledged that I would use all of the flexibility in the legisla- 
tion to allow the increases in crude oil prices that are 
absolutely necessary to stimulate domestic oil production. 

Now, we have already sent to the Congress a plan for 
decontrol of residual oil and this decontrol plan will go 
into effect June 1. Plans are also in the mill for decontrol 
of distillates and gasoline. We are moving in the right di- 
rection in this area, both to provide the production incen- 
tives that we need and to reduce the control of the Fed- 
tral bureaucracy. 

My goal is, has been, and will continue to be the re- 
moval of all price controls from oil and new natural gas 
as the best way to achieve energy independence in the 
United States of America. 

Last week, I was delighted to read that the Texas In- 
dependent Producers and Royalty Owners Association 
expressed its support for my. efforts to achieve energy in- 
dependence. Naturally, I appreciated that support from 
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one of the largest petroleum associations in Texas, and let 
me assure you that I intend to keep right on with these 
efforts for the next 4 years. 

I know that some people didn’t like the fact that I signed 
this energy bill. But there were some others who didn’t like 
the fact that I vetoed the common situs picketing bill, 
either. 

That veto was a crucial decision but it was decisive 
action, just like the decision to recapture the Mayaguez 
when international bandits seized an American merchant 
ship 11 months ago, and we recaptured it. 

If we wait for legislation on anything that completely 
satisfies everybody, this country is in for a long and dan- 
gerous period of inaction, and that is something we can’t 
afford. 

My administration, for the past 20 months, has pursued 
policies that reflect commonsense and the pragmatic real- 
ism which today’s complex problems demand—not the 
simplistic proposals that sound so good on the campaign 
trail. My experience tells me that I must deal with the 
world as it is if we are to make it the world that we want 
it to be. This is particularly true when it comes to the life 
and death decisions concerning our national security. The 
decisions made in this very vital area must be right ones. 
There are no retakes in the Oval Office. 

My record is clear. Since I have been President I have 
recommended to the Congress the two largest military 
budgets in the Nation’s history. They were needed to make 
certain, to make positive that our military capabilities 
continue to be strong in the years ahead, as they must be, 
if we are able to find the peace and security that we all 
seek. 

I am determined, as I always have been, to keep Amer- 
ica’s military capability unsurpassed by any nation on this 
globe. 

You know, sometimes when I hear the critics complain- 
ing about America’s defense policy and America’s foreign 
policy—always complaining but never offering any pro- 
grams of their own—I am reminded of one of the finest 
Texans I ever had the privilege to know in the United 
States Congress. 

Sam Rayburn served 50 years in Washington with over 
3,000 Congressmen and Senators and eight different 
Presidents. At the end of a long day and after he had 
worked hard to make a better life for America, when he 
heard from the chronic complainers he loved to recall 
what his father once told him, and this is his quote: “Any 
donkey can kick a barn down but it takes an awfully good 
carpenter to build one up.” 

Now, as far as national security policies of this great 
country are concerned, I am convinced that the American 
people would rather have a President who is constructively 
seeking to build the foundations of lasting security than 
someone who spends most of his time trying to kick them 
down. 
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Our policies have been successful and they even promise 
more success and more progress in the future. That is the 
reason I ask your support on May | and November 2 and 
in the challenging years ahead. 

Thank you very much, and I will be glad to respond to 
your questions. 

QUESTIONS 


Q. Mr. President, the Davis-Bacon Act establishes an 
unrealistically high floor under the cost of the federally 
impacted construction. The GAO is presently making a 
definitive study of the inflationary cost effect of the Davis- 
Bacon Act. We estimate that the additional and unneces- 
sary costs due to the Davis-Bacon Act amount to approxi- 
mately $6 billion. Do you favor repeal of the Davis-Bacon 
Act, and will your administration suspend the act for a 
period of one year to demonstrate the impact in savings 
to construction? 

THE Presment. When that report comes from the 
GAO, we will take a look at it and make a decision. I am 
familiar with the effort that was made in, I think, 1969 
or 1970 for a suspension of the Davis-Bacon Act. It was 
suspended for a relatively short period of time. It was re- 
imposed, I think, within 30 or 60 days, if my memory 
serves me correctly. 

We will have the benefit of that recommendation or 
those studies by GAO, and when those studies come to 
me, I will make a decision, but until they do, I think it is 
premature. 

Q. Mr. President, I wanted to tell you I am pleased to 
be here in your presence today, along with all these indus- 
try leaders in this area associated with the construction 
business. On the light side, I always read with pleasure 
when the media reports you have enjoyed a wonderful 
golf game. 

THE PreswenT. I hope they don’t depend on that as 
to my score. [Laughter] 

Q. I also am a golfer, and as you know, when golfing 
friends meet occasionally, the first thing they say is, 
“Hello, how is your backswing?” I don’t intend you to 
answer that, but I would like to extend an invitation to 
you to play sometime when your campaign activities are 
not so heavy on some of the many beautiful courses we 
have here in the Houston-Harris area. 

THE PrEsIvENT. We get over November 2 and I would 
be delighted to come back and accept your invitation. 
[Laughter] 

Q. Mr. President, I am a builder and a lumber dealer. 
I am concerned about timber and lumber and the avail- 
ability at reasonable prices. The Monongahela decision in 
1975 by the Circuit Court of Appeals upheld in 1973 the 
lower court decision that defines an 1897 Organic Act for 
National Forests. 

This resulted in limiting the cut to dead, diseased, or 
physiologically matured trees individually marked. Based 
on reliable information, this has virtually stopped all log- 


ging operations in the Fourth Circuit Court area. The 
United States District Court for Alaska agreed with the 
Monongahela decision. This court encompasses Alaska, 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Montana and has or. 
dered a halt to the sale of a 50-year, 8.2 billion boardfoot 
contract with 26 years to run. 

National forests provide about one-fourth of the sup. 
ply and contain about one-half of the available United 
States soft wood, soft timbers. Closing of national forest 
production could curtail availability of lumber and ply. 
wood essentially in homebuilding 75 percent, from 12 bil. 
lion boardfeet to 3 billion boardfeet. 

As we understand the problem, the 1897 Organic Act 
for National Forests is a law and in order to get relief this 
law must be repealed or amended. The lumber industry 
favors a bill introduced by, of all people, Senator Hun- 
phrey, known as the Humphrey-Hawkins bill without the 
Randolph amendment. At this time, several prominent 
leaders in the industry are now in Washington working 
for the passage of this legislation. 

Mr. President, my question is—[laughter]—please out- 
line your position on this complex problem and, secondly, 
if such a bill is not passed, what is your position on laying 
down forest service policy pursuant to the authority given 
to the executive branch via the 1974 Renewable Resources 
Planning Act? 

THE Present. I am very familiar with the Monongz- 
hela decision and the subsequent decision by a court in 
Alaska. I know the very adverse impact of that decision 
on the lumber industry, on the communities that de- 
pend—they get 25 percent of all of the revenue that comes 
from forestland in the counties in which those forestlands 
exist. 

So, in those areas counties are losing a substantial 
amount of revenue, plus the added cost to the building 
industry. 

The Secretary of Agriculture, with my full backing 
and authority, is working with a Senate committee, with 
Senator Humphrey, and others, to try and get that com- 
mittee to come out with legislation that would be the 
necessary amendment to the Organic Act of 1897. 

I know there is a conflict in that committee between 
the Humphrey bill and the Randolph bill. The Randolph 
bill would limit clear-cutting to 25 acres or less and the 
Humphrey bill would put the authority at the discretion 
of the Secretary of Agriculture and the Forest Service. 

I think we favor the Humphrey approach, with some 
modifications, not significant. I hope we can get some 
progress on that bill through the committee, through the 
Senate, and hopefully through the House. We are work: 
ing also with the House Committee on Agriculture on the 
same problem. 

I can tell you that we want some action because we 
should not be hamstrung by a law passed in 1897 that 
had a totally different situation to deal with. We should 
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have an updating of that legislation so we can protect 
our forests on the one hand and provide the necessary 
timber on the other. 

Q. Mr. President, my question is that the Wharton 
School of Business at the University of Pennsylvania 
has estimated the total cost of the administration alone 
of the Davis-Bacon Act, not including inflated construc- 
tion costs, to be approximately $1.5 million per year. 
This sum to administer the Davis-Bacon Act is greater 
than the cost to administer the entire Federal judiciary 
system. 

Would you support and implement changes to Labor 
Department regulations to reduce or eliminate these kind 
of productive administrative costs? 

Tue PreswentT. When I was in the Congress—and 
I feel the same way today—the wage-setting setup was 
fundamentally unsound. And I can relate it to my own 
situation in Michigan when they were trying to set area 
wage rates, or even some of the more far-distant upstate 
areas in Michigan—they would go back to the labor 
rates in the city of Detroit. Now that just doesn’t make 
sense. And I suspect that was true in many other States. 
I know it was true in the State of Michigan. I think that 
isan unrealistic, improper way for those wage rates to be 
established under the law that exists. 

I tried when I was a Member of the Congress to get 
it done. We made some headway. I can’t tell you precisely 
today what the status is, but if it hasn’t changed from 
what it was 4 or 5 or 6 years ago, it better be changed. 

Q. Mr. President, we here, all of us, are seriously in- 
terested in knowing if your administration is going to sup- 
port the real estate and construction industry in opposing 
tax reform legislation that would take investment capital 
away from the developers and builders who are building 
the office buildings, apartments, and shopping centers and 
other projects that give jobs to millions of Americans and 
comprises a substantial portion of the gross national prod- 
uct of the United States? 

Tue Present. It is my best recollection that the wit- 
nesses for the administration, when appearing before the 
House Committee on Ways and Means and probably the 
Senate Committee on Finance, opposed the kind of legisla- 
tion that you and many others feel would be harmful or 
detrimental. We went through this controversy on several 
occasions when I was in the House of Representatives 
where the so-called reform tax bill was being promoted. 
And it is my best recollection that those changes were de- 
feated in the House of Representatives and then the 
Senate. 

My best memory is that witnesses for this administration 
take the same position that you take. 

_Q. Mr. President, my question has to do with violence 
M construction. The Hobbs Act, passed in 1934, made it 
a felony for anyone to obstruct interstate commerce by 
committing or threatening to commit acts of violence. In 


1973, however, the Supreme Court ruled that unions 
were exempt from coverage when committing such crimes 
in pursuit of collective bargaining goals. 

Since this ruling, the construction industry has been 
plagued with mob violence resulting in property damage, 
personal injury, and even murder. Local and State au- 
thorities have, in many cases, been unable to cope with 
this situation. 

There is a proposed amendment to the Hobbs Act spon- 
sored by Congressman Anderson and Senator Bartlett of 
Oklahoma, which would remove this exemption. But it has 
been in committee for more than 3 years, Mr. President. 

My question is, will your administration actively sup- 
port the passage of this legislation, and is there anything 
that the executive branch can do to expedite this bill from 
the Judiciary Subcommittee? 

THE Preswent. First, let me put this administration 


- clearly on record that the Department of Justice of this ad- 


ministration will strongly implement any legislation that 
calls for criminal action against those people who commit 
a violent crime. There is no question about that. We have 
done it and will continue to do it. 

We experienced in Michigan some serious problems up 
in the northern part of our State about 3 or 4 years ago, as 
I recall. I am not personally familiar with this particular 
legislation but, if it is a way to prohibit and to stop vio- 
lence—which I abhor—then I can tell you that basically 
this administration would be sympathetic to it. 

I naturally want to take a look at the precise language, 
and I know Congressman John Anderson and Senator 
Dewey Bartlett very well. We will look into it, but I have 
to be realistic with you and say this: That with the com- 
plexion of this Congress, the prospects of action on such 
legislation are probably very, very limited, and the best 
way to insure some action to correct the conditions that 
exist will be to make some changes in the Congress in 
November of 1976. 

Q. Good afternoon, Mr. President. I am not much of a 
golfer but if you and First Mama want to come back in 
November we would sure be proud to take you out for 
some tamales. [Laughter] 

Tue Presipent. Well, First Mama did better on that 
than I did. [Laughter] 

Q. I understand you gave her some lessons on it. 

House and Senate conferees have approved legislation 
in Senate Bill 3065 to restructure the Federal Election 
Commission as mandated by the Supreme Court. The bill 
extensively rewrites the Federal Election Campaign Act 
of 1975 and places severe restrictions on trade association 
political action committees such as the Big 50 Political 
Action Committee of the Greater Houston Builders Asso- 
ciation, and business in general. 

The bill would limit solicitations by a trade association 
political action committee to one per year and would re- 
quire that each person solicited give approval to the solic- 
itation and provide that the member not approve any 
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other such solicitation from a trade association in a calen- 
dar year. It will also not allow businesses or corporations 
to solicit their employees. 

How do you feel about this bill if it is passed with these 
severe restrictions on businesses and trade associations? 

Tue Present. Let me give you a little history on it, 
because sometimes history is forgotten. 

In 1974, Congress passed the Election Reform Act, a 
comprehensive new law to take care of Federal elections. 
The Supreme Court, on January 30 of this year, declared 
certain very important parts of that law unconstitutional. 
One of those provisions was the provision that said that 
the Federal Election Commission is unconstitutional un- 
der the way Congress wrote the law. 


Two or three days after that Court decision, I had the 
Democratic and Republican leadership of the House and 
Senate down to meet with me in the Cabinet Room. I 
recommended to them early in February that what the 
Congress should do would be to simply take corrective 
action to reconstitute the Federal Election Commission 
so it would not be unconstitutional under the Court 
decision. 

Bear in mind, the decision was made by the Court on 
January 30 and here it is April 28. There is no bill that has 
come to my desk yet. 

I was criticized a week or so ago because I woudn’t 
commit myself to sign the legislation. In the meantime, 
six Democratic candidates for the Presidency and my 
Republican opponent went to the Supreme Court and 
tried to get the Court to release the money that would 
come to them under the previous law, and the Court 
said, no, the Congress better move. 

Now, when I met with this group of legislators on 
yesterday morning to review this situation, I had people 
who were in the conference in the House and the Senate 
and they showed me a piece of paper, or several pieces 
of paper, and I said, “Well, now, has the conference ap- 
proved every word in that proposed compromise?” They 
said, ““No, we are meeting at 2:30 this afternoon to final- 
ize our action.” 

Wouldn’t it have been irresponsible on my part if a 
week ago I had said, yes, I will sign that bill, when Con- 
gress hadn’t finalized the thing? I am not suspicious but— 
[(laughter|—if I said I would sign the conference report 
or the amendments to the law, they could have gone back 
up there and changed it and I would have looked a little 
silly. I learned a long time ago, as a lawyer, that you 
better read the fine print and that is just as true of the 
fine print that Congress sends down to the Oval Office 
as it was when I was signing an insurance policy. 

And so, until I see that legislation in its final form— 
and they probably won’t get it down to the White House 
until the latter part of this week—I am not going to com- 
mit to anything. 


I urged them again yesterday that they simply extend 
the life and make it constitutional of the Federal Election 
Commission. And the bill they had as a tentative agree. 
ment required four pages to do that job and then they 
added 20 more pages of the kind of amendments that yoy 
are talking about. And they could have changed words, 
phrases, paragraphs, the whole thing. And until I see the 
fine print in black and white passed by both the House 
and the Senate, I am going to reserve judgment because 
we might get a bill I could sign. 

On the other hand, we might get a bill that I would 
veto. And until the decision is made by the Congress, | 
am not in a position to make any commitment. I don't 
think any one of you would either—deal with this 
Congress. 

Q. Certainly. What about the severe restriction, Mr. 
President? If legislation that comes in front of you does 
contain these severe restrictions, what would be your 
attitude toward the bill? 

Tue Presivent. We have to make sure that the kind 
of problems you are presenting are not included in that 
legislation. Now, in talking with the Members of the 
House and Senate who were in that conference commit- 
tee yesterday, their description of those provisions does 
not coincide precisely with the description that you are 
giving them. That is why in a complicated, controversial 
area like this, I know you in good faith have gotten a 
report of what was in there. 

These people were telling me what was in there, and 
there was a difference of opinion, actually, between the 
House Members and the Senate Members as to what 
the content was. So, I just urge you that I want equity in 
that bill. I didn’t want any of these provisions. I just 
wanted a simple extension of the reconstruction of the 
Election Commission. 

I am against what you appear to be saying is in that 
conference report, but there are so many versions and 
variations of what was included, I think I can just give 
you my broad view that we want equity and we don't 
want any benefit going to one group that another group 
doesn’t have. I can just tell you we are going to be very, 
very tight and tough on what we decide to do. 

Q. Mr. President, my question is the Clean Air Act 
bill, which is scheduled to be considered on the Senate 
floor next week, would in some peoples’ opinion creatt 
a “no growth” policy for this country. Mr. President, 
do you support a “no growth” policy for the United 
States? 

Tue Present. I categorically am opposed to a “no 
growth” policy in this country. If that Senate bill or the 
final version comes down to me and it is a “no growth” 
policy piece of legislation, I will veto it. 

You know this country didn’t get where it is today— 
and I happen to think it is the greatest country in the his 
tory of the world—I love it, as all of you do—by having 
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a “no growth” policy. This country got where it is today 
with all the material benefits, all the moral and spiritual 
benefits by having a progressive, forward-looking policy, 
and that is the kind of country I want in the future. 

Q. Mr. President, the real estate development and con- 
struction industry has recently suffered its worst depres- 
sion in years. Now that the economy is improving, it ap- 
pears as though the primary obstacle in the path of recov- 
ery in this industry is bureaucratic redtape. The agencies 
referred to that are basically involved are the HUD, FHA, 
and the HUD interstate land sales. 

Real estate developers must spend 6 to 12 months wait- 
ing for FHA to process paperwork for approval prior to 
being able to fund projects which are critically needed to 
meet the housing needs of this Nation. Because of the large 
dollar amounts, these delays cost the consumers thousands 
of dollars per day of added costs. What are your feelings 
about eliminating these long delays encountered by the 
real estate industry in dealing with the Federal 
bureaucracy? 

If you are willing to help curtail these long delays, will 
you support our industry’s participation in dealing with 
this problem or does the industry just have to wait until 
the bureaucracy corrects itself? Mr. President, we are 
fortunate enough to be in the greatest business in the 
whole country. We need your help, the consumer will 
need your help, sir. 

THE PRESENT. Let me ask you, are you talking about 
multifamily housing units, the FHA program for individ- 
ual units? I am not familiar with any delays of that kind. 
If you are talking about 235 projects, 236 projects, section 
8 projects, if there is that kind of delay, it is inexcusable. 
If you are talking about something that I am not familiar 
with, if you will give me the dope and the data, we will find 
out why it takes that long. 

Q. Every one you just mentioned, sir, are the ones in- 
volved. You hit them categorically, and I thank you. 

Tue Present. If they take that long, it is wrong, and 
Isee no justification for that kind of bureaucratic delay. 

I do want to point out we have made significant head- 
way in another area that to a degree affects the building 
industry. When we recommended and Congress passed 
and I signed the Community Development Act of 1974, 
the effort then was to get away from the seven categorical 
grant programs, urban development, et cetera, and we 
consolidated them all into one block grant so that cities 
can get their money and use it as they see fit rather than 
having seven different bureaucratic agencies telling them 
how to do it. 

Let me give you some statistics that show how, by that 
new legislation, the process of handling applications has 
improved. Under the old program of seven categorical 
grant programs, it took 2 years to process an application. 
Now it takes 2 months. What used to take, as I recall, 10 
applications of some 4,000 pages, we now have one appli- 


cation of 50 pages. In every instance, the city or the com- 
munity can get its funds much more rapidly, have much 
more flexibility, and it gets the building industry in those 
communities moving a lot quicker. 

Now, we will try to do the best in 235, 236, section 8. 
I can promise you I will find out from the Secretary when 
I get back. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Some of us don’t have 
a whole lot of hair to spare, sir. [Laughter] 

Q. Mr. President, as our concluding question, Mr. 
President, nearly all segments of the construction industry 
applauded your recent veto of common situs picketing 
legislation. That legislation would have done a terrible 
disservice to the entire country, as well as to the construc- 
tion industry. We of the merit shop thank you for your 
veto. Would you again, Mr. President, veto common situs 
picketing legislation if it were presented to you? 

THE Preswent. The answer is yes. 

Let me thank you all again for the opportunity of being 
with you here in Houston. It has been a privilege and a 
pleasure and good luck and God bless you. I appreciate 
your understanding and hope you can give me some 


support. 
Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:43 p.m. in the Imperial Ballroom 
Center at the Hyatt Regency Hotel. The forum was sponsored by 
the Greater Houston Builder’s Association, Associated Builders and 
Contractors of Texas, and the Houston Contractor’s Association. 


Houston, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford Committee 
Reception. April 28, 1976 


I have had an opportunity to meet a number of new 
friends and to make some new acquaintances with a good 
many old friends. I do thank each and every one of you 
for being here. I am very grateful, and I can assure you 
that your support is very meaningful. And you can rest 
assured that Jerry Ford, as President, won’t let you down 
for the next 4 years. 

Bob Mosbacher took over a tough job—just about the 
same adverse circumstances that I did—in August of 
1974: Bob has done a wonderful job in getting things mov- 
ing and I thank you, Bob. We just don’t have to worry 
about that any more with Bob over there cracking the 
whip. But I appreciate all the help you have given Bob to 
make his job a lot easier. 

Let me take just a minute or two to tell you the basic 
philosophy that the Ford administration espouses, believes 
in, and fights for. We believe that the way to solve our 
economic problems—and a year ago, you know better 
than I, they were tough. We were in the depths of the 
worst economic recession on a nationwide basis that this 
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country has had for 40 years. There was a lot of pressure, 
particularly from the Congress, but from a number of 
elements in our society, that we had to turn a handle, 
spend lots of Federal money, pass lots of new laws, and 
that would be a quick fix that would solve all our 
problems. 

Well I decided then, that was not the answer. I be- 
lieved all the 25-plus years that I served in the Congress, 
that the best way to keep our country healthy, the best way 
to preserve individual freedom for America, for 215 mil- 
lion Americans was to keep the Government as far away 
as possible from interfering with your individual life and 
your business and to give this great free enterprise system 
that we inherited from our forefathers a chance to work. 

I don’t feel I have to recite the statistics that prove that 
we are on the way to a very solid, a very constructive 
prosperity for the United States. And normally, I would 
be shy and hesitant about taking some credit for it, but we 
are getting a lot of criticism from people who say that 
things are still bad. And they are not quite predicting the 
depression as they were a year ago; they aren’t predicting 
10-percent unemployment, but, doggone-it, we did a good 
job and we are going to continue to do a good job for the 
next 4 years with the same basic philosophy, which is 
individual rights and a dedication to the free enterprise 
system. 

Now let me take just a minute to explain something 
that may interest some of you. I refer to the very difficult 
problem that this country faced following the oil embargo 
of 1973. All of a sudden this country woke up and found 
that we had a serious energy problem. And in January of 
1975, shortly after I became President, in my State of the 
Union Message to the Congress, I recommended complete 
decontrol of the domestic oil industry and the decontrol 
of new natural gas. That is a matter of record. 

During the next 12 months—not 12, but 11 or 11%4— 
the Congress dawdled, delayed, debated; a number of 
false starts, a number of very bad proposals and, finally, in 
December of 1975, they put on my desk a bill that I didn’t 
like. It was marginally signable. And when I signed it I 
said I would use every provision of that law to—as quickly 
as possible—free the domestic oil industry from the control 
that was imposed by previous law and by that. 

And what have we done? As of, I think, today, the 
order has been issued to decontrol residual oil. We are in 
the mill of providing for decontrol of distillates and gaso- 
line. And if we haven’t sent it up to the Congress it will 
be there shortly—the first step under the law that permits 
us to get a 10-percent increase in the $7.66 composite 
price. We are going to take every step that is permitted 
under the law to achieve total decontrol under the 
40-month provision. 

I will add one caveat. Any legislation that the Congress 
sends me to expedite that process, I will sign. If we can 
get some more flexibility, some more moderation in that 


law, believe me, I will applaud it. I will work with the 
same people that I worked with in getting our economy 
out of the recession or depression, and I think we are on 
the right path. It is slower and it is not the way I wanted 
it, but at least you can count on me for the next 4 years 
and we can celebrate together when that 40 months is 
up and we are through with controls, period. 

Now, one other comment. As you also know, I rec- 
ommended the total deregulation of new natural gas. We 
were successful in getting a partial answer, not the total 
answer, in the bill that passed the Senate, the Bentsen- 
Pearson Act. Then, unfortunately—and this is a real trag- 
edy—the House of Representatives failed to enact a 
rather comparable bill by a margin of three or four votes, 
That was really a tragedy. We did all we could to get the 
House of Representatives to go along with this Krueger 
bill, as I recollect. We are going to keep trying. 

This is the only way, with the decontrol of domestic 
oil production, that we can meet the challenge that we face 
today with the United States getting more and more de- 
pendent on foreign oil sources. 

In October of 1973, we were importing roughly 31 or 
32 percent of all the oil that we used in this country. To- 
day it is 40 to 41 percent and is probably going to get 
worse. But I think if we fight for the incentives that are 
needed and necessary and use the tools we have, we can 
make some headway. 

I pledge to you, as I said in January of 1975, the ulti- 
mate answer to increase domestic production to get us 
away from dependence on foreign oil sources is decontrol 
in the United States, and I will work with you on it. 

Thank you all very, very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 5:47 p.m. in the Main Ballroom 
at the Sheraton Hotel. 


Houston, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Ovestion-and-Answer 
Session at a Public Forum at the Spring Branch 
Coliseum. April 28, 1976 


Tue PresmeENT. Senator John Tower, Bob Mosbacher, 
my lady friend on the left, and this fine young Boy Scout 
on the right, all of you wonderful Texans: 

It is really to great treat and a great honor and a great 
pleasure for me to be in Houston today. I can see very 


vividly why you consider Houston to be our finest major 
city. It is very obvious that you believe that Houston 
represents the future of America. It is a great place to live, 
a rewarding place to work, and a city celebrated for good 
times and wonderful, wonderful people. Thank you very, 
very much. 
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J am impressed, obviously, by the way you have grown 
at the astounding rate of 1,000 new residents every week. 
Some experts predict before long Houston will be the sec- 
ond largest city in the entire United States, and if I was 
number one, I would be scared to death. [Laughter] 

But, I am also impressed with the way that you have 
handled your growth. Houston has kept its budget under 
control by wise leadership and good management, and 
Icongratulate you and your city officials. But may I ex- 
press to all of you my deep appreciation for the wonder- 
ful support that your senior Senator, John Tower, has 
given me, but more important to all of you, the wonderful 
job that he has done for each and every one of you in the 
great State of Texas. 

Let me say as the result of the wise management and 
the good, wise way in which all of you have participated, 
the cost of living here in the city of Houston is one of the 
lowest of any major cities, and I am told—and this is 
something that you should be very, very proud of—that 
jobs available for almost everybody who wants one in 
the city of Houston. Congratulations. 

You have this enviable record here in Houston, but now 
let me say as we look at the entire United States, we have 
made very real and tremendous progress in returning all 
America to prosperity. We are on the right road, and 


we are going to stay there. 


When I first took office, America was entering its worst 
recession in 40 years. Inflation was running at an annual 
rate of 12 percent. Last year the unemployment rate was 
almost 9 percent, but now the situation has dramatically 
changed for the better. 

The Consumer Price Index, our leading inflation indi- 
cator, reported a cut in the annual rate of inflation from 
12 percent a year ago to less than 3 percent for the first 
quarter of calendar year 1976. That is a reduction of 75 
percent, and that is really putting the brakes on inflation, 
and we are going to try to do better and better in the 
months ahead. 

Despite the gloomy forecasts of those doomsayers of a 
few months ago, that unemployment would reach the 
figure of some 10 percent, we have reduced unemploy- 
ment steadily and surely, and we are going to keep on 
reducing it. 

In the past year alone, we have added more than 
2,600,000 more jobs in America, and the gross national 
product is increasing ahead of even our own projection. 
We are doing very, very well, and all of you should be 
proud of it. 

Obviously, we still have a lot of work ahead of us to 
provide more jobs and to reduce the cost of living, but 
we are on the way. 

I am very proud of the progress we have made under 
my administration, and I want to continue that record of 
active, effective action for the American taxpayer, to hold 


down unnecessary Government spending, which has to be 
financed out of your tax dollars. 

I think most of you know—and my good friend John 
Tower reminded me, as well as you—I have not hesitated 
to use the Presidential veto, and so far I have vetoed 48 
bills. Thirty-nine of those were sustained by the Congress, 
but the good news, those vetoes which have been sustained 
have saved the taxpayers of this country $13 billion. 

If the Congress keeps sending me budget-busting spend- 
ing bills, I will veto them again and again and again. 

I didn’t veto all those spending bills simply to save 
money; I vetoed some of them because they would have 
entangled America in a few more miles of governmental 
redtape, and I think we have far too much of that already. 

I have faith in the imagination and the energies of the 
American people. I think government should help out in- 
dividuals and businesses where necessary, but otherwise, 
government should stand back and let the American peo- 
ple get on with the job and do the good job they can do. 

Frankly, I don’t believe the purpose of government 
should be to give us what it thinks we should have, and 
I don’t believe that governments should give us every- 
thing we want. The more commonsense function of gov- 
ernment is to enable us to earn what we want for ourselves. 

I have said it before, but I think it is so, I think, true 
today, and I hope you don’t mind my saying it again: A 
government big enough to give us everything we want is a 
government big enough to take from us everything we 
have. 

It is very easy to promise things to people when you are 
a candidate, but when you are President you have a much 
more serious job at hand. You have to make hard deci- 
sions. These decisions are rarely very easy because, as 
much as you might like to, you can’t make everybody 
happy. But once you have made those decisions, you have 
to stick by them and be prepared to take the consequences. 

I will tell you one decision that I have made. I made it 
a long, long time ago, and then I reaffirmed it in hundreds 
of votes over my 25 years in the Congress. I decided that 
a nation must always be strong militarily—second to none 
in this whole world—and today we are strong, unsurpassed 
in military might, and I am going to make absolutely cer- 
tain and positive we are going to stay that way in the 
future. 

I have made the necessary decisions, authorized the es- 
sential initiatives, and I will push, push hard the Congress 
for nothing less than the best. I will veto any defense bill 
sent to my desk that might compromise our national 
security. 

I am very proud to be the President of a nation strong 
enough, determined enough, courageous enough to deter 
aggression, and as long as I am President we are going to 
keep it that way. I will spare no effort to keep this great 
country strong and free. 


Volume 12—Number 18 














738 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 


My administration, for the past 20 months, has pursued 
policies that reflect the common sense and pragmatic 
realism which today’s complex problems demand, not the 
simplistic proposals that sound so good on the cam- 
paign trail. My experience tells me that I just deal with 
the world as it is if we are to make it the world that we 
want it to be. 

This is particularly true when it comes to the life-and- 
death decisions concerning our national security. The deci- 
sions made in this very, very vital area must be the right 
ones. There are no retakes in the Oval Office. 

My record is clear. Since I became President I have 
recommended to the Congress the two largest military 
budgets in the history of the United States. They were 
needed to make certain that our military capabilities con- 
tinue to be strong in the years ahead, as they must be 
if we are to find the peace and security that we all seek. 

I am determined, as I always have been, to keep Amer- 
ica’s military might totally unsurpassed by any nation 
on this globe. Yet you know we sometimes get—well, some- 
times when I hear the critics complaining about Amer- 
ica’s defense policy and American foreign policy, always 
complaining but never offering any program of their own, 
I am reminded of one of the finest Texans I ever had the 
privilege to know in the Congress. 

Former Speaker Sam Rayburn served 50 years in Wash- 
ington with over 3,000 Congressmen and 8 different Pres- 
idents. At the end of a long, long day, after he had worked 
hard to make a better life for America, when he heard from 
the chronic complainers, he loved to recall what his father 
once told him, and let me quote: Any donkey can kick a 
barn down but it takes an awfully good carpenter to build 
one up. 

Now, as far as the national security policies of this coun- 
try are concerned, I am convinced that the American peo- 
ple would rather have a President who is constructively 
seeking to build the foundations of lasting security than 
someone who spends most of his time trying to kick them 
down. 

Now, you and all the voters in Texas have to make 
your own decision. We have come a long, long way to- 
gether. We made it out of the worst economic crisis in a 
generation. America continues to be a nation whose total 
resources in national defense and agriculture and science 
and technology and industry make it the strongest and fin- 
est nation in the world, in the world’s history. We will 
keep America strong if we continue our sound and steady 


policy of realism and common sense, if we keep a govern- ' 


ment that protects its people’s freedoms, respects their 
independence, and responds to its needs, a government 
that promises only what it can deliver and delivers every- 
thing that it promises. 

In the primary election next Saturday and in the elec- 
tion next November, I hope that I can count on you 
for your support. I hope we can keep working together 


to build an even better America in the months and years 
ahead, because when Texans decide to do something, it 
gets done, and I would like to be with you when we doit 
together. 

Thank you very much. 

Now I am delighted to have the opportunity of re. 
sponding to questions from those in the audience. 


QUESTIONS 


SOCIAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, you say that you are against using the 
Social Security Trust Fund to purchase stocks and bonds 
in American companies. It is estimated that this fund could 
possibly be exhausted some time in the 1980’s. What is 
your opinion on how revenues will be raised in the 
future? 

THE Present. The question is, as I understand it, the 
Social Security Trust Fund is in some financial jeopardy, 
What do I propose to do about the problem? 

The facts are that we have roughly $40 billion in the 
Social Security Trust Fund at the present time, money 
that has been paid in by withholding from employers and 
employees. At the present time, because benefits have been 
raised and there has not been any significant increase in 
revenues that have been raised this 12-month period, 
there will be a $3 billion deficit between income and outgo, 
and next year, unless we do something about it, the deficit 
will be $31/ billion, and the next year, $4 billion. 

What this tells me—and I hope it tells everybody—we 
have one of three choices: We can either decrease bene- 
fits; we can either go in or dip into the general treasury 
funds, which is money paid by all the taxpayers; or we 
can face up to the issue and raise the payments or con- 
tributions by employers and employees. 

The proposal that I made, because I think the people 
who have paid in and who are paying in and who are re- 
ceiving or will receive benefits ought to have the security 
that they thought they were buying—and if we are to do 
that, in my judgment the best of the three alternatives is 
to increase the cost to the employer and the employee for 
each employee of about $49 per year, which I think is 
the best, the fairest, and the most certain way to do it. 

Otherwise, you are going to get it, the trust, out of the 
general treasury, or you are going to reduce benefits for 
32 million people, or you are just going to let the trust 
fund get down to zero, I think we have to face up to the 
problem, and I have done it and I think it is the right 
answer. 

CUBAN INVOLVEMENT IN AFRICA 


Q. Mr. President, my question is, if the Cuban military 
units in Angola take any more action with respect to the 
nationalistic movements in Southern Africa, what will be 
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the policy of your administration towards Cuba if they 
take any military action in Southern Africa? 

Tue PreswwEnT. Well, as we have said, I took the 
lead—it has been supported by others in the administra- 
tion—that if the 12,000 to 15,000 Cubans who went in 
and, in effect, with Soviet help dominated Angola, if they 
were to take any comparable adventurism in Africa or in 
Latin America, they should know well in advance that we 
have a number of options—economic, diplomatic, and 
military—and we will use the proper option for the cir- 
cumstances and they shouldn’t misunderstand it, because 
we will take charge and we will do what is right. 


NURSES TRAINING PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, the Senate health education bill 
stated nursing is the one profession that is doing the most 
help in consumer education today. Do you foresee in your 
next term of office providing additional funding for the 
Nurse Training Act? 

Tue PresweEnt. About 6 or 8 years ago a former col- 
league of mine in the House of Representatives, by name 
Frances Bolton—every nurse in the country knows 
Frances Bolton. She was the sponsor of the Nurses Aid 
Act in the Congress of the United States. A nurses train- 
ing program was established with certain Federal funding 
to help and assist local hospitals or nursing homes or nurses 
training facilities. 

It seems to me as I recollect the facts that that aid pro- 
gram has very substantially met the need and the demand 
for nurses, except for those that require a certain specialty. 
A good many of the facilities for nurses training have been 
constructed. Most of the basic nurses training programs 
have been put on a financially sound basis with local, 
State, and Federal assistance. 

The area that seems to need the greatest help from the 
Federal Government’s point of view is in the specialty 
area, and in that area my view as of now would be to sup- 
port that kind of assistance in the future. 


THE B-I BOMBER 


Q. Mr. President, my question is, part of the defense 
bill—part of the 14-percent increase in your defense 
budget included the new B-1 bomber. I saw a report on 
it on television a couple of days ago, and it was reported 
that it wasn’t performing as they expected. Do you still 
believe the United States needs a new bomber like this? 

Tue Present. I certainly believe the United States 
needs a follow-on bomber to the B-52 .We have roughly 
400 to 500 B-52’s operational today. Some of them are 
15 to 20 years of age. I don’t believe it is right for a Presi- 
dent, as Commander in Chief, to keep sending out our 
pilots and crews in aircraft that have had the stress and 
the strain that the older B-52’s have had. 


I don’t think it is right and proper, and furthermore, if 
we are to have a flexible strategic capability, we have to 
have ballistic missiles on the one hand, we have to have 
nuclear-powered submarines on the other, and we have 
to have our long-range, high-performance bombers. 

The B—52’s in the period of time ahead are going to be 
outmoded and outworn. We have to have a B—1 in order 
to replace those B—52’s. We anticipate buying about 255, 
as I recall the figure. We are in the final testing stages of 
the B—1. Everything appears at this stage to be performing 
as the specifications required, and if they are completed, 
and the testing is successful, we will go ahead in 
production. 

In anticipation of that, I recommended for the next 
fiscal year’s budget $1,500 million for the B—1 production 
in the next 12 months. 


ENERGY INDEPENDENCE PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, my question is, about two years ago 
at the height of the oil embargo we imported about 30 
percent, or one-third, of our foreign oil, and when this 
supply of oil was cut off, it severely weakened our eco- 
nomic standing, standards of living, and things like this. 

Now we import almost 60 percent of foreign oil and we 
depend for 60 percent of our energy from the OPEC na- 
tions, and obviously we have become twice as dependent 
on foreign oil. Do you propose in order to aid this prob- 
lem—Project Independence—that we change from 30- 
percent dependence to 60 percent? Project Independence 
doesn’t seem to be working. I would like to ask you what 
other system you are going to have to change the problem? 

Tue Preswent. You are essentially correct. In 1973, 
when the oil embargo resulting from the War in the Mid- 
dle East took place, the United States was importing 
roughly 30 to 31 percent of all oil consumed in the United 
States. We had an oil embargo, the war was ended, the em- 
bargo ended. But in the meantime, our foreign oil suppliers 
have continued to raise the price of oil and the net result 
is that we are paying out about $32 billion a year to for- 
eign oil producers. 

Now, in January of 1975 I recommended an energy in- 
dependence program that called for the decontrol of 
domestic oil by April 1, 1975, the decontrol of new nat- 
ural gas as quickly as Congress would act. Unfortunately, 
the Congress dillied, dawdled, delayed, debated, and 
didn’t get an energy bill before me in the Oval Office 
until December, almost 1 1 months later. 

That was a marginally satisfactory bill. But you are 
exactly right. Because Congress has not acted to provide 
incentives for oil production in the United States and has 
not provided the necessary regulation, deregulation for 
natural gas, we have not increased our production here in 
the United States. In fact, there has been a slow decline. 

So, today the United States is buying from overseas 
sources about 40 or 41 percent of foreign oil or foreign 
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products. If we had an oil embargo today like we had in 
1973, we would be in a serious crisis in this country. 

Now, what are we doing about it? We are gradually 
decontrolling oil prices. We are trying to get Congress to 
move on deregulation of natural gas. We are trying to 
increase the construction and operations of nuclear power. 
We are in the process of research and development for 
solar energy, for geothermal energy, and we are doing 
some far out research in some of the so-called exotic fuels. 

It is going to take us, even with the Alaskan pipeline, 
at least until 1985 to get the job done the way we want it 
done. But we are trying. If we had a better Congress to 
work with, we would be a lot farther ahead. 


RONALD REAGAN; THE PANAMA CANAL 


Q. Mr. President, after Ronald Reagan made his re- 
mark concerning the Panama Canal issue, you stated that 
you thought that a man that made a comment like that 
couldn’t be a competent President. I was wondering, 
would you consider Ronald Reagan to be competent 
enough to be your running mate in 1976? [Laughter] 

THE PresmeENnT. First, let me correct the record. I said 
that a person that would cut off negotiations for the fu- 
ture arrangements of the Panama Canal would be acting 
irresponsibly, and I repeat that here tonight. 

I say it would be irresponsible to cut off the negotia- 
tions which were initiated by former President Johnson in 
1965 and carried on for the last 12 or 13 years. Those ne- 
gotiations are aimed at the preservation of our national 
interests in the Panama Canal. 

We are going to negotiate. No decision has been made 
to maintain the operational capabilities, the maintenance 
capability, and the defense capabilities for an extended 
period of time into the next century during the economic 
lifetime of that canal. 

We are not going to give up our national interests in 
the preservation or the utilization of that canal, period. 

Now, when anybody says we should terminate nego- 
tiations, what does that mean? It means that we will un- 
doubtedly have the riots and the bloodshed that took 
place in 1964 when 24 people, including 4 Americans, 
were killed. It will undoubtedly mean that we will incur 
the enmity, the antagonism of 309 million people in Latin 
and South America, including 25 nations. And it un- 
doubtedly would mean that in order to preserve peace and 
to protect the canal, we would have to send an additional 
10,000, 20,000 more American GI’s down to defend the 
canal. We can avoid that and protect our national interest 
by continuing the negotiations. 

Now, to answer the basic question that you asked me— 
[Laughter]—I understand in the heat of a political cam- 
paign that sometimes statements are made that, if they 
had the responsibility to exercise the responsibility, they 
wouldn’t be quite as wild. And therefore, having been in 


some political campaigns and understanding that people 
get overexcited and make sometimes exaggerated state. 
ments and campaign charges, well, we will take a look atit 
after we get the nomination in Kansas City. [Laughter] 


U.S. PARTICIPATION IN THE UNITED NATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, my question is that, why has the 
United States lessened its hardline stand against Third 
World and Communist countries? And I am speaking in 
reference to the recent resignation of Daniel Moynihan as 
our representative to the United Nations. 

THE Preswent. In the first place, that is not an ac- 
curate statement, that we have changed our attitude in any 
way whatsoever in the United Nations. First, let me be 
quite frank: I appointed Pat Moynihan to the United 
Nations; he was carrying out my policy in the United 
Nations the way I wanted it carried out; and he resigned 
only for personal reasons. So, there is no change in the 
policy between the days of Pat Moynihan and the days of 
Bill Scranton, who is now our Ambassador there. Both 
of them have been, are, and will carry out my policies, and 
they are firm and strong on behalf of the United States 
of America. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. I guess all we have left 
is to say, Mr. President, we are behind you—we are be- 
hind you today and Saturday and in November. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:23 p.m. 


Houston, ‘Texas 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Volunteers Breakfast Reception. 


April 29, 1976 


It is wonderful to see all of you bright and early this 
morning in untypical Texas weather [Laughter]. But let 
me just give you a quick evaluation of the wonderful day 
and a half or almost 2 days that we have had in Texas. 
Of course, we started just across the border in Shreveport 
near East Texas and moved from there to Longview and 
on further West. 

Everyplace we have been we have had a warm, recep- 
tive, and, I think, enthusiastic reception. Let’s be honest 
and frank. All the polls and everything else indicated we 
started as underdogs. But we are closing that gap, we are 
going to give them a real tough go, and I think we can 
win. 

Let me tell you why I think we have made such sub- 
stantial progress. Number one, in Senator John Tower we 
have an outstanding leader, and you should all be very 
proud of him as your senior United States Senator. 
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Secondly, the kind of people that all of you are and the 
time and effort and the determination that you have had 
and, I said, whether it is in Longview or Tyler or anyplace 
dse, we not only have an awful lot of quantity like all of 
you here, but we have the best in quality in our volunteers. 
And thank you very, very much. 

Then I happen to think we have some pretty good 
policies, both at home and abroad. So, when you call and 
tak from a phone bank or when you speak to your 
neighbor or you talk to somebody at the supermarket or 
one of you in your professions, whether it is the law or 
otherwise, you ought to have some affirmative selling 
points. And let me give you those very quickly. 

We are on the upswing, and we are moving more 
rapidly every day to a prosperous and stable and healthy 
economy in the United States, and we can take credit for 
it 
When we talk about jobs, we now have 86,700,000 
people gainfully employed in the United States. That is 
the highest figure in the history of the United States. That 
is not bad. In the last year, we have gained 2,600,000 
jobs. A year ago, in May or April, we had a very bad 
economic situation. Jobs were being lost, the unemploy- 
ment was much too high, but in this last 12-month period 
we have gained this 2,600,000 jobs, we have reduced the 
rate of unemployment, and the headway on jobs is up 
and the trend on unemployment is down. 

But the most important factor, when we look at the 
overall picture, is what happened in the area of of infla- 
tion. When I became President 20 or 21 months ago, the 
rate of inflation was 12 to 14 percent, unbelievably high, 
caused by a number of factors, but we undertook some 
sound, I think constructive, steady courses of action. 

We didn’t let the Congress roll us over—! Laughter]— 
and the net result is the rate of inflation for the first 3 
months of 1976 is under 3 percent. That is a 75 percent 
reduction. 

Then there is another factor that I think we can sell. A 
President has to be firm and decisive. In dealing with the 
Congress, we have a good batting average. We vetoed 48 
bills. Thirty-nine of them have been sustained, and in the 
process, we have saved the American taxpayer $13 billion. 

The person that occupies the White House—you know 
he can’t have any retakes. [Laughter] He has to make a 
decision and stand with those decisions. About a year ago 
some international bandits tried to capture—and did cap- 
ture—an American merchant ship. What did we do? We 
took firm action and got it back, and that is the kind of 
leadership that this country has to have. 

I might say that if any future international bandits 
Want to use those kinds of tactics, they have been well 
warned that this administration is not going to tolerate 
any adventurism throughout the world. 

But let me say in conclusion, we have strength, we 
have the calm, determined attitude that is necessary and 
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required in this country, whether it is in the handling of 
domestic policy or in the area of foreign affairs. We have 
strength in our alliances around the world. And we have 
convinced our adversaries that it is more important to 
negotiate than to confront. 

So, we have some selling points. But all of it really 
comes down to this bottom line. All of you are an im- 
portant—in fact, I would say the main—ingredient in 
how well we do on Saturday. The phone calls you make, 
the efforts tht you undertake—that will make the dif- 
frence. We are going to be working 16, 18 hours a day 
between now and Friday night. We will do the best we 
can. We won't let you down. And I know you will make 
a maximum effort, and those clouds on Sunday could 
look awfully bright, and I think they might. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 7:53 a.m. in the Imperial Ballroom 
West at the Hyatt Regency Hotel. 


THE PRESIDENT’S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
APRIL 29, 1976 


Held at Houston, Texas 


THE PresmeENT. Good morning. Won’t you all sit down. 
It has been great in Texas for the last 2 days. We are 
looking forward to a couple more. So, let’s get started this 
morning. 
QUESTIONS 


RONALD REAGAN 


Q. I would like to ask you about what you said yester- 
day about Mr. Reagan. Does this represent a new turn in 
the campaign, where you and he will take on each other 
directly, confront each other directly and personally? 

Tue Preswent. It is not a question of personalities. 
It is a question of which candidate has the best policies, 
the best programs, which candidate is the one that is 
better qualified to do the job, and that is really the issue, 
what the people in Texas have to decide and what the 
people throughout the rest of the country must decide. 

We have laid out our program, which is a very com- 
plete and a very detailed program both at home and 
abroad, a program with a record. And my opponent is 
coming up with some rather simple, some rather lacking- 
in-detail answers, and I think the people in Texas must 
decide it on those policies rather than on personality. 

Q. Why do you not refer to him by name? 

Tue Present. That is sort of a tradition you do in 
politics. 
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JIMMY CARTER 


Q. Mr. President, Dick Growald, UPI. 

Mr. President, you said you would welcome a battle in 
November between yourself and Senator Humphrey as 
providing a clear battle issue of philosophy. What will be 
the nature of the battle between yourself and Jimmy 
Carter, especially in view of former Governor Carter say- 
ing you failed to provide leadership in all areas? 

THE Preswent. If by chance former Governor Carter 
is the Democratic nominee, again it will be a challenge 
between a proven record on my part—where I think we 
have been very successful in taking a very bad economic 
situation and turning it around so that we are now on a 
stable and a constructive road to economic prosperity, and 
where our foreign policy, in my judgment, has been one 
of strength and success—it will be a contest between 
Carter and Ford, on a record and a challenger. 


PRESIDENT’S TEXAS CAMPAIGN 


Q. Mr. President, Michael Morgan, KHOU-TV. 

When we were up to speak with you last week at the 
White House, you mentioned that you thought you had 
closed the gap here in Texas between yourselves and Mr. 
Reagan. Has this 4-day campaign by you closed the gap 
even more? 

Tue Preswent. I have been very, very encouraged by 
the wonderfully warm reception we have received in 
Texas for the last 2 days. And I have met with a great 
many of my volunteer Ford people here in the State of 
Texas, and they are getting more and more enthusiastic. 

I find a good spirit and the determination, and the net 
result is I think we have closed the gap. We are making it 
very, very close, and I am always optimistic. We certainly 
have generated a lot of momentum that I think could 
very well give us an opportunity to win. 

But we are working hard. We have good leadership, 
good programs, good policies, and in the next 2 days, we 
hope to enhance the possibilities of success on Saturday. 


U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, Walter Rodgers, representing the 
Associated Press. 

There has been a perceptible chill in U.S.-Soviet rela- 
tions. You have dropped the word détente. Secretary 
Brezhnev’s visit has been scrubbed, and there is no im- 
mediate prospect that the SALT II treaty will be signed. 
To what extent has the campaign been responsible for 
this very perceptible chill in Soviet relations? 

Tue Presment. I haven’t detected any significant 
change in the communications between the Soviet Union 
and the United States Government. We are still working 
constructively in trying to find an answer to the limitations 
on strategic weapons. 


We are trying to work in every way that I know to keep 
the lid on any outbreaks throughout the world. We are 
certainly encouraged by the purchase by the Soviet Union 
yesterday of 3,400,000 metric tons of corn and grain, 
which I think is an indication of their living up to the 
agreement that we signed for a 5-year grain sale to the 
Soviet Union. I don’t detect any deterioration in the con- 
structive elements of a relationship between the Soviet 
Union and the United States. 


RONALD REAGAN’S CAMPAIGN CHARGES 


Q. What you call Mr. Reagan’s superficial and sim- 
plistic charges, have they done any damage internationally 
and abroad and, if not, why have they upset you so? 

THE PRESIDENT. Because they are not a true picture of 
our military capability on the one hand and, on the other, 
they could very well mislead our allies abroad and actu. 
ally mislead some of our adversaries abroad. 

We have a comprehensive, I think, a very strong and 
fundamentally sound military program. And I can take 
credit for the fact that we apparently are able to reverse 
the trend that Congress imposed on previous Presidents 
as to our military capability. 

The United States Government—if my military pro- 
gram that I submitted in January is carried through, 
there won’t be any doubt about the strong and effective 
capability of our defense program in the years ahead, so 
that the charges made by my opponent, being lacking in 
depth, overly simplistic, have, in my judgment, at least 
created some problems potentially abroad, because peo- 
ple might believe something that is inaccurate. 


THE BUSINESS OF GOVERNMENT DURING THE CAMPAIGN 


Q. Mr. President, Bart Cannon, Houston News Service. 

Trying to keep up with your campaign around the 
country, I know you have made some political appoint- 
ments in primary States before you have gone there, and 
you have also dropped some grant funds in those States. 
I am trying to find out if you think the President should 
use that kind of influence to buy voters? 

THE Preswent. That is a completely inaccurate alle- 
gation. The business of Government has to continue. We 
can’t stop making appointments, we can’t stop agencies 
from awarding contracts or awards to cities or to States or 
to organizations just because a political campaign 3 
in progress. The business of Government has to proceed 
and, under no circumstances, have any of these decisions 
been made in relationship to any primary. 


THE PRESIDENTS POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY 


Q. Mr. President, Bill Broom, of Ritter Newspapers. 
One of the key issues in this Texas Republican primary 
seems to be whether you are conservative enough, 
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some newspapermen think they detected a shift toward 
the right in some of your policies and positions. Will this 
be a benefit or a handicap to you in the fall? 

Tue Preswent. In the first place, Bill, the policies 
that I have carried out for the last 20 or 21 months in 
the White House have been the policies that I have be- 
lieved in in the 25 years that I have served in the Con- 
gress of the United States. They are middle-of-the-road 
policies both at home as well as abroad, and nothing that 
I have done, as far as I can analyze, would indicate any 
shift in my basic philosophy or in the implementation of 
that philosophy. And I believe that being in the middle of 
the road, as far as the Republicans are concerned, on a 
nationwide basis, is the right policy. And I know it is the 
right policy in meeting a Democratic challenger in 
November. 

Q. You are confident you are conservative enough to 
win in Texas, but middle-of-the-road enough to win in 
the fall? 

Tue Preswent. I think so, right. 


RONALD REAGAN 


Q. Mr. President, David Glodt with KTRK-TYV, in 
Houston. 

Why suddenly the attack on Ronald Reagan openly? 
And secondly, are you saying that Ronald Reagan is, in 
effect, not fit to be President of the United States? 

Tue Present. When I set forth our defense budget, 
when I carry out our foreign policy, it is predicated on an 
in-depth study before we make any decision, where I con- 
sult with the best experts we have within and without the 
Government. And those policies have been successful, as 
I have indicated. And when they are challenged by over- 
simplified one-liners, in my opinion those challenges have 
to be met head-on by specifics. And that is what I have 
tried to do on an impersonal basis, and that is what I will 
do from now on, because this country deserves to know 
the facts in a complex and very difficult area, and you 
can’t take just part of a problem and come to a certain 
conclusion. You have to look at the broad spectrum. 

Now some of those statistics that the former Governor 
has used are statistics that we use in convincing the Con- 
gress to give to the President the kind of a defense budget 
that I have recommended. But in the process, he only 
takes a very small part of those statistics instead of pre- 
senting the total picture. Let me give you an example. 

In the strategic area, we have the most accurate, we 
have the most survivable ballistic missiles in the world 
and, at the same time, we have far, far more warheads, 
many more than the Soviet Union has. And in addition, 
we have in our strategic forces a 2 to 1 or 3 to 1 ratio 
over them in long-range, high-performance aircraft. So 
What you have to do is to take the total picture and not 
Just a piece, which my opponent has done. 


Q. What about—do you feel Mr. Reagan is fit to be 
President of the United States? 

Tue PresmeEnt. Well, that is a judgment for the voters 
of Texas and the voters in the rest of the country to decide. 
It is really a question of which individual is the best quali- 
fied to be President and, in that context, I think my record 
of performance in office is the best judgment that the 
voters can make. And I think in the final analysis they will 
make it for me and against someone who hasn’t had the 
experience and the continuity in office. 


PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Bonnie Angelo, Time Magazine. 

The Panama Canal renegotiations have figured in the 
Texas primary, in particular. In realistic terms, how im- 
portant is the Panama Canal to our nationl defense? 

Tue PreswentT. The Panama Canal is not, in the over- . 
all context, as important today as it was in the past, al- 
though it is still a very vital part of our capability to move 
from the East Coast to the West Coast. And what I am 
trying to do is to maintain the usabilities of that Canal 
without hindrance, without bloodshed, without guerrilla 
warfare, and without antagonizing 309 million individuals 
in South and Latin America. And if we break off those 
negotiations, it will unquestionably lead to bloodshed, we 
will have guerrilla warfare, the possibilities of the Canal 
being disabled. It would be very, very possible. So what 
we are trying to do is preserve the usability of that Canal 
ad infinitum, so to speak, so that it will not be lost to us 
as a part of our economic and military needs and neces- 
sities. 

THE ECONOMY 


Q. Mr. President, Bob Morrison, KTRH-Radio. 

I would like to talk about the economy for a minute, 
if we could. There have been some analysts around the 
country, also your opponent has said that some of the 
economic measures your administration has put into effect 
are merely stopgap measures, and the country could pos- 
sibly be in a recession in 1977 and 1978. 

THE PresmeENT. Those, of course, are typical cam- 
paign scare charges and have no substance whatsoever. 
We took a very serious economic recession that reached 
its bottom in April or May, a year ago, and by strong, 
affirmative, constructive policies we have been able to 
turn the economy around. We have reduced, for example, 
the rate of inflation from over 12 percent when I became 
President, down to less than 3 percent for the first 3 
months of 1976. That is a 75-percent reduction in the 
rate of inflation. Now, those are trends that are going to 
continue, whether it is an increase in employment, a de- 
crease in unemployment, and a reduction in the rate of in- 
flation. Those are solid achievements, and I think the 
Ford administration can take credit for them. And we 
are not going to have any lapse in the months ahead. 
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Q. Then you feel the United States is on the course for 
a peacetime prosperity? 
Tue Present. Absolutely. 


CAMPAIGN CHARGES 


Q. Mr. President, Muriel Dobbin of the Baltimore 
Sun. 

You have said you will not rule out Mr. Reagan as the 
Vice President because of statements he has made in the 
heat of the campaign, yet yesterday you described Mr. 
Reagan as superficial, glib, irresponsible, and too inex- 
perienced. Should your comments also be read in terms of 
campaign rhetoric, sir? 

Tue PresmenT. Well, I think you have to set the 
record straight. As I said yesterday, the charges he has 
made for the last month or two have indicated some des- 
peration on his part, and the more desperate you get, the 
wilder the charges, and I understand that. I have been 
through a number of political campaigns, but you have to 
meet them head on, and that is what we have tried to do, 
by pointing out that the United States is unsurpassed in 
military capability, that the United States does have this 
tremendous capability industrially, agriculturally, scien- 
tifically, and technically. That is the bottom line, not 
undercutting the capability of the United States. 


INCOME TAX REFORM 


Q. Mr. President, Bob Raleigh with KPRC-Radio, in 
Houston. 

Income tax is something near and dear to the hearts of 
Americans this time of year. Do you favor income tax re- 
forms and, if so, what would you like to see them become? 

THE Presment. The best income tax reform that I 
know of is the kind of program I recommended to the 
Congress in January of last year, where I recommended 
an increase in the personal exemption for every individual 
taxpayer from $750 to $1,000. That would affect every 


individual taxpayer. That is the kind of reform that is. 


meaningful, particularly to the middle-income taxpayer. 

Now Congress ought to get on with that job. I have 
recommended for the period after July 1 of this year, an 
additional $10-billion reduction in taxes—75 percent of 
it to go to individual taxpayers, 25 percent to business, so 
that they can increase their productivity, modernize their 
equipment and plant. 

That is the kind of tax reform that means something to 
people who want jobs on the one hand, and people who 
want more of their own money in their pockets so they 
can spend it, rather than have the Federal Government 
spend it. 

Now, all these other so-called tax reforms have been 
talked about for as long as I was in Congress. The way to 
get the job done is to increase personal exemptions, as I 
recommended. 


DEMOCRATIC OPPONENT IN THE GENERAL ELECTION 


Q. Mr. President, Russ Ward of NBC News. 

A political question, Mr. President. Hubert Humphrey 
is reported ready to enter the Democratic race on a formal 
basis. We would be interested in your reaction to this, and 
then a related question. If Jimmy Carter is the Democratic 
nominee, as it now appears, how would you propose to go 
about winning the Southern conservative support that over 
the years has been needed for a Republican Presidential 
candidate to win? 

Tue Presment. I am not really the best expert on 
whether or not Hubert Humphrey is going to enter the 
New Jersey primary, or whether by doing that he can stop 
Jimmy Carter, or whether Jimmy Carter is going to get the 
nomination. As an outside observer, I think the win by 
Jimmy Carter in Pennsylvania Tuesday certainly gave him 
the kind of momentum that ought to concern Hubert 
Humphrey and the other Democratic active candidates. 

The only way I can see that they could stop him nowis 
to have a smoke-filled room, brokers’ convention, and I 
think the public would object to that. So unless they find 
some other formula, it seems to me that Carter certainly 
has the edge at the present time by a substantial margin. 

Now, if he is the nominee, I think my overall moderate, 
middle-of-the-road philosophy both at home and abroad 
will meet the challenge in the South as it will in the rest 
of the country. And we will keep on that, what I think isa 
constructive policy. And the voters in the South, in my 
judgment, compared to someone who hasn’t had experi- 
ence, who has not dealt with the hard decisions in the Oval 
Office will mean that we can be successful in November. 


OIL COMPANY DIVESTITURE 


Q. Mr. President, Ann Broderick, KRBE News. 

There has been talk of getting a divestiture bill through 
Congress this year. What are your feelings with regard to 
this, and could you support such a bill? 

Tue Presment. Any divestiture bill that I have seen I 
would oppose. I would oppose it for this reason: We have 
analyzed all of the various divestiture proposals that have 
been submitted against two criteria. 

First, will a divestiture bill reduce the price of petroleum 
products to the consumers? The answer is no. The dives- 
titure bill would not reduce the price of gasoline, would 
not reduce the price of residual oil, would not reduce 
the price of distillates. And, secondly would the bill stim- 
ulate more production of domestic crude oil? The answer 
is no, because divestiture would undercut the capability 
of the American petroleum industry to go out and explore 
and drill for more domestic oil, and we need it very badly. 
So, when you measure these divestiture bills by those two 
criteria, you come to the conclusion that those divestiture 
bills ought to be defeated. 
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POSSIBILITY OF FORD-REAGAN DEBATE 


Q. Mr. President, good morning. Tom Jarriel with 
ABC. 

Tue PresipeNT. Good morning, Tom. 

Q. Mr. President, you said several times here this 
morning that the public deserves to know the facts, and in 
the debate over national defense issues that Mr. Reagan is 
using oversimplified one-liners, and the issue should be 
met head-on. Would not the best way to meet the issue 
head-on be for you and he to share a platform and debate 
this vital issue? And if one could be arranged, would you 
welcome a debate? 

THE PRESIDENT. It seems to me my proposal for con- 
tinued military strength, the unsurpassed capability of 
the United States, is a matter of public record. And Mr. 
Reagan’s charges, as he has made them in a simple, un- 
verified way, in my judgment, is also before the Ameri- 
can people. I think the American people can judge it 
over a period of time in that way much better than a 30- 
minute debate on public or private television. 


PRESIDENT’S DELEGATE SUPPORT 


Q. Should you go into the Republican National Con- 
vention without the necessary 1,150 delegates reported to 
you, based on your answer about Mr. Carter and the 
smoke-filled room, would you then free those delegates 
at the convention to move and look for another potential 
nominee? 

THE PRESIDENT. We fully expect to have 1,130 dele- 
gates by Kansas City time, so we aren’t considering under 
any circumstances anything but winning in Kansas City. 


EFFECT OF WATERGATE ON THE PRESIDENT’S CANDIDACY 


Q. Mr. President, Len Hart of KILT-Radio in 
Houston. 

“All the President’s Men” is currently enjoying a tre- 
mendous box office success all across the country, as well 
as here in Houston. How will the release of this motion 
Picture, as well as the release of the book, “The Final 
Days,” have an effect on the Presidential policies or the 
Presidential campaign? 

Tue Preswenr. It certainly should have no effect on 
my candidacy, because at the time I was nominated for 
the Vice Presidency, I had the most thorough investiga- 
tion by over 400 FBI agents all over the country examin- 
ing records from birth on up. And when they got through 
with their investigation, the Senate Committee on Rules 
held several hearings; I answered all their questions, The 
House Committee on Judiciary held hearings; I answered 
all their questions. I got approval from the two commit- 
tees, and I got an overwhelming vote in the Democratic 
Congress endorsing my candidacy and indicating without 
any question of a doubt that I had no relationship what- 
Soever to Watergate. 


So, as far as my candidacy is concerned, Watergate and 
all the problems that took place prior to August of 1974 
won’t affect me whatsoever or my candidacy. What im- 
pact it might have on others, I am not qualified to say. 


“THE FINAL DAYS” 


Q. Mr. President, as a man who should know how 
much of the book, “The Final Days,” can we take seri- 
ously, how accurate is it? 

Tue Preswent. The only part I am qualified to pass 
judgment on—as far as I know the book is reasonably 
accurate. I think, however, that it is in bad taste in a num- 
ber of cases. 


RONALD REAGAN'S CAMPAIGN CHARGES 


Q. Mr. President, Dave Binder, New York Times. 

Following on Muriel Dobbins’ and Tom Jarriel’s ques- 
tion, why, Mr. President, why, with a man you have de- 
scribed as irresponsible, simplistic, and whom you com- 
pared yesterday to a donkey—[laughter|—-why do you 
take this man so seriously? Why don’t you ignore him? 
Why do you give him such prominence? Why do you have 
to meet him head-on? 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, because the charges, in effect, 
could arouse some apprehension in the minds of Amer- 
icans, could raise some questions with our allies, could 
raise some questions with our adversaries. And I want to 
reassure the American people, I want to reassure our al- 
lies, and I certainly don’t want any misconception of our 
strength and our will as far as our adversaries are con- 
cerned. I feel that I owe it to the American people to tell 
them the truth, to state the facts, and to analyze for them 
as well as I can in these complicated areas, the fact that 
we are strong, that we have the kind of a program that can 
meet any challenge. I think that is my responsibility as 
President, regardless of any political campaign. 

Q. Well, exactly, you would tell the truth and analyze 
the facts and present them and reassure allies with or 
without this particular opponent? I am just wondering 
why you build him up so much? 

Tue Preswent. Well, because his charges have got- 
ten a lot of publicity. And there are a lot of clever one- 
liners that might appeal to some of our fellow citizens if 
the facts and the overall picture is not presented to them, 
and that is what I have sought to do. 

Q. Do you have the impression that any of our allies or 
a large portion of the American public has been swayed 
by your opponent’s charges and rhetoric? 

THE PresIvENT. I can’t be sure, and I don’t want to 
gamble. I want the public to know the facts, and I want 
them to be reassured. And I want our allies to be in the 
same position. We have to be sure that from the facts, the 
American people can come to the right conclusion. And 
we can’t let any campaigning rhetoric undercut the 
strength and the will of the American people. 
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PRESIDENT’S DECISION TO SEEK ELECTION 


Q. Mr. President, Lou Hanlon, KEYH-Radio. 

At the time that you mentioned a moment ago, of your 
appointment to the office, throughout those hearings that 
were held you mentioned on several occasions that you 
did not intend to seek reelection. Do you feel that will 
affect your current campaign, or do you feel the public 
may have forgotten about it at this time? 

THE Present. At that time, I was simply nominated 
as Vice President and under the circumstances, I felt the 
statement I made was the proper one. When I became 
President and looked at the possibilities both in the Demo- 
cratic Party or in the Republican Party I felt that I was 
the best person to carry out the effective programs so we 
could meet the economic challenges at home and handle 
our foreign affairs in the most successful way. And with 
that feeling, I decided that it was better for me to an- 
nounce my candidacy and to seek election as President for 
the next 4 years. 

That comment made when I was a nominee for Vice 
President, I don’t think will undercut my efforts either in 
the primaries or in the election leading up to November 2. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS TO THE DEFENSE 
BUDGET 


Q. Mr. President, John Mashek, U.S. News. 

Last night in introducing you, Senator Tower seemed 
to be suggesting that you are contemplating a supple- 
mental appropriation to the defense budget. Are you, in 
fact, contemplating supplementals, and in what areas? 

Tue Preswent. We have already submitted a supple- 
mental of some $300 million, as I recall, for the Mark III 
production line for the ICBMs and some added equip- 
ment that would improve that ballistic missile capabilities. 

Now, that decision was made because there has been 
a slowdown in the SALT II negotiations and that pro- 


duction line was about to terminate under the previous 


funding, I think, on May 1 of this year. 

Just as added insurance and good economics, I recom- 
mended sufficient money to continue that production line 
for the next 6 to 12 months, as I recollect. So that 
supplemental is before the Congress. In addition, as I said 
in the January budget that I submitted, we are currently 
reviewing our overall Navy shipbuilding program. 

The shipbuilding program that I proposed to the Con- 
gress added 16 major capital ships, but it has been under 
review for some time. And we will get a final answer within 
the next month or two as to whether or not we should add 
additional capital ships to our Navy program. If we 
decide that is needed, I will submit a supplemental. 


INCREASE IN DEFENSE BUDGET 


Q. Would you agree that the Reagan opposition has 
given you an impetus to get your record defense budget 
through Congress? 

Tue Present. No, because I made the decision in 
November-December of 1975 that I wanted a 14-percent 
increase in the defense budget, that I wanted the biggest 
defense budget in the history of the United States with 
a $14-billion increase in obligation authority and a $10 
billion-increase in spending for the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, and Marines. 

Those decisions were made in November and Decem- 
ber of 1975. At that time, my opponent was not a 
candidate. Therefore, the decision that I made to give 
to this country the largest, strongest defense budget in the 
history of the United States was made without any regard 
whatsoever to the political charges made by my opponent. 

The fact that we submitted that budget, the fact that 
it appears we have been able to convince the Congress 
to give it to us, I think is an endorsement of the policy and 
the new Secretary of Defense. 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR VETERANS 
AND MINORITIES 


Q. Bill Vincent, KUHF-Radio at the University of 
Houston. 

Mr. President, your administration is putting forth to 
the public that you are reducing unemployment. However, 
a veteran organization in Washington has reported that 
unemployment on Vietnam minorities and young vets is 
approximately 20 percent. I want to know, as a concerned 
veteran, what specific pclicies and programs you will initi- 
ate to eliminate this plight among the men and women 
who served our country? 

Tue Preswent. First, the best way to get all Ameri- 
cans back to work is the program that I have advocated 
where we have added 2,600,000 more employees over the 
last 12 months, including a number of vets, a number of 
minorities. 

In the case of minorities, we have had for the younger 
people the full funding of what we call our Summer Youth 
Program at a cost of about $450 million for each summer 
over a 4-month period. 

In the case of vets, we firmly believe in the GI educa- 
tion bill to get young people better qualified to have better 
jobs. And we have had in the past, and we are working 
on it, the program to employ, to get private business to 
employ vets. The organization is called the National Asso- 
ciation of Business, as I recollect—NAB is the abbrevia- 
tion of it. They are making a major effort to try and get 
jobs for Vietnam vets, particularly, and they have had 
considerable success although we have got to do better. 
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VETERANS’ EDUCATION BENEFITS 


Q. Just one more question. On the GI bill, do you plan 
to pass the bill on the delimiting date on Korean vets and, 
if so, how will 500,000 vets who are depending on this 
money to finish their education do this? 

Tue PresweENT. The ones who are presently in the 
education process, I think you can make a good argument 
that they ought to have the opportunity to continue it, 
but there has to come a terminating point at some point 
in the future. We should take care of those who are pres- 
ently engaged in getting an education. But I think there 
has to be a terminal point, whether it is 8 years or 10 years 
after the conclusion of their military service. 


VICE PRESIDENT ROCKEFELLER 


Q. Good morning, sir. John Cochran, NBC. 

Sir, your campaign manager, Rogers Morton, has been 
quoted as saying you should give some thought to recon- 
sidering Vice President Rockefeller to continue on in that 
office. I just wondered if there were any circumstances 
under which you might say to the Vice President, “Well, 
you have done a good job, you have been loyal, and I 
wonder if you would reconsider about your availability 
and stay on’’? 

Tue Present. The best answer to that is that the 
Vice President wrote me a letter a few months ago and 
indicated he did not want to be considered as a potential 
Vice-Presidential candidate in the future, and I have seen 
no evidence of any change in his attitude. 

Q. I imagine you could be very persuasive if you 
wanted him to stay on. Do you think there could be a 
circumstance under which he would stay—look around at 
all the available candidates and say, ‘Well, I think he is 
still the best one”? 

Tue Present. I would not, under any circumstances, 
assume that he would change his mind. I have seen no 
evidence of it. So, until that change takes place—and I 
have seen no desire on his part to have it change—I think 
we ought to consider all the other outstanding potential 
Republican candidates. 

Q. So, he will have to make the first move? 

Tue Presment. I think under all circumstances that 
isthe proper way to proceed, yes. 


DEMOCRATIC OPPOSITION IN CONGRESS 


Q. Mr. President, I am Jacqueline Edge for the 
Highlands Star. 


I would like to know, how can the American public 
expect any President to act as effectively as he should be 
able to if Congress is made up largely of members of the 
opposing political party? 

Tue Preswent. It does present some problems. 
[Laughter] On the other hand, in a number of areas I 


have gotten some good support from a number of Demo- 
crats, some here from Texas, some from Georgia. We 
wouldn’t have been able to sustain the 39 vetoes that I 
have made without the help of some discerning Demo- 
cratic Members of the House and Senate and, inci- 
dentally, we have saved $13 billion in taxpayers’ money 
by that kind of support from some of the Democrats in 
the House and the Senate. But, I think to get an affirma- 
tive program through, it would be recognized, much 
easier if we had more Republicans and fewer of the liberal 
Democrats. The Democrats that I worked with most 
effectively are the more conservative Democrats, and they 
have been very helpful. But, we would like to replace 
some of the liberal Democrats with a lot more Republicans. 


JOHN CONNALLY 


Q. Hal Walker, CBS News. 

Mr. President, how can you expect to win the State 
of Texas without the support of such a powerful political 
figure as former Governor John Connally? What are you 
doing to get an endorsement from Mr. Connally, and 
do you expect one between now and Saturday? 

Tue Present. I have had two meetings with my 
good friend John Connally over the last months. He didn’t 
indicate he would endorse me or my opponent, and I never 
asked him to endorse me. I think the better way for this 
primary to proceed is for my opponent and myself to meet 
head-to-head, which we are doing. 

It would also be helpful for a distinguished public ser- 
vant like John Connally to have his endorsement, but he, 
for good reasons, has decided not to endorse either my 
opponent or myself. And so we are meeting head-to-head, 
my opponent and myself, and perhaps that is the best way 
to have it happen. 


REPORT OF SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 


Q. Mr. President, Bob Sirkin, from WFAA-TV in 
Dallas. 

More of the Senate Intelligence Committee’s findings 
were released yesterday and they said US. intelligence 
agencies felt they not only had a right to break the law 
but they had the duty to break the law. And I wonder if 
you agree with that summation and how these findings 
will influence your future directives to the CIA? 

Tue P -EsmeEnrT. Well, the directives that I initiated for 
the total intelligence community, including the CIA, di- 
rectives that I signed about a month ago, under my direc- 
tives would not condone any violation of the law and 
would provide for strict enforcement against anybody 
in the intelligence community that violated the law. 

So, I have already taken care of that problem, and I 
think the new CIA, the new intelligence community di- 
rectives are an affirmative answer to the charges that are 
made by the Senate committee. 
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Q. Well, sir, do you agree with the findings of this com- 
mittee in regard to—— 

Tue Preswent. Frankly, I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to read the volumes of their testimony, or their con- 
clusions. I have to look to the future. As far as I know, 
none of the allegations that they made, such as you have 
indicated, took place since I became President. They may 
have taken place beforehand, but I can assure you that 
they will not take place under the directives that I have 
given to the intelligence community, including the CIA. 

Q. Do you think Senator Tower, then, is proper in not 
signing the bill? 

Tue Present. It is not a bill; it is the committee 
report. I have a great deal of respect for Senator John 
Tower. If he decided not to sign the committee report, 
I certainly would back him up. 


FORMER PRESIDENT NIXON 


Q. Fred Barnes of the Washington Star. 

Mr. President, you mentioned a few minutes ago 
why you don’t use Ronald Reagan’s name while you are 
campaigning. I have noticed there is another name you 
never mention, and that is Richard Nixon. You mention 
Lyndon Johnson and Dwight Eisenhower and other Presi- 
dents but you only refer to Nixon as your predecessor or 
even as Lyndon Johnson’s successor. How come you won’t 
mention his name? 

Tue Preswent. It is my judgment that that is an 
unfortunate era, certainly the period that took place 
from 1971 or 1973 on, and I think the more that all of 
us forget that period and the unfortunate developments, 
the better. 

Q. You are saying you are deliberately not mentioning 
his name? 

THe Presment. I think it is better for all of us to 
just not remind ourselves of that unfortunate period. I do 
it deliberately. 


DEMOCRATIC CROSSOVER VOTE IN TEXAS PRIMARY 


Q. Mr. President, I am Louis Alexander for Newsweek. 

Here in Texas we understand that many supporters of 
Governor George Wallace will cross over Saturday to 
vote in the Republican primary. If that happens, how do 
you think that will affect the votes for you? 

Tue Present. I have no way of judging whether 
that element of the Democratic Party will cross over and 
vote for my opponent. I have said that I want all Demo- 
crats who believe in my philosophy, who subscribe to the 
success that we have had domestically as well as interna- 
tionally, I want them to vote for me, and I hope they will. 
But I have no way of judging how many of the Wallace 
Democrats would subscribe and, therefore, vote for my 
Republican opponent. There is just no way I can give 
you a definitive answer on that. 
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PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, Richard Holwill, NPR. 

As you know, the key problem over the Panama Canal 
treaty is the term “in perpetuity.” Some months ago, Sec. 
retary Kissinger, in talking and discussing the Canal, 
said that we would negotiate a treaty with an indefinite 
time period. The Panamanians replied very angrily saying 
they would negotiate no treaty that disguised “in perpe- 
tuity.” 

This morning you used the phrase “ad finitum.” I am 
wondering if that is a version of disguised “in perpetuity” 
and what the context of that was intended to be? 

Tue Preswwent. The context was that the Canal 
would be open to transit by the United States and all 
other parties, as long as it was economically usable or 
viable. That was the context in which I used that phrase. 

Q. Are you hoping for a treaty which will continue to 
grant to U.S. authorities police power and other such 
powers within the Canal Zone? 

THE PRESENT. Certainly. During the term of the 
treaty, which we would expect would be 40 to 50 years, 
which again is the estimated economic viability and usabil- 
ity of that Canal, we would have the right to operate to 
maintain and defend it. 


FOREIGN INTERFERENCE IN AFRICAN AFFAIRS 


Q. Mr. President, John McDonald with KHTYV, here 
in Houston. 

Sources in Washington said yesterday that between 50 
and 100 Cubans may have arrived in Mozambique and 
they are training guerrillas for action in Rhodesia. Now, 
if this is so and it is “a move” by Cuba, are you planning 
any new diplomatic or military measures? 

Tue Preswent. We have been assured by all of the 
African nations that are involved in that part of Africa 
that they are not interested whatsoever in any Cuban in- 
volvement in the problems of that very controversial part 
of the world. They recognize what happened in Angola 
where you have 10,000 to 15,000 Cubans. The Cubans 
with the Soviet backing actually have a tremendous im- 
pact on the Government of Angola. And I think most other 
African nations don’t want that to happen. They want 
their problems solved by themselves without any domina- 
tion from Cuba, the Soviet Union, or any other world 
power. 

So it is our best judgments and knowledge—informa- 
tion, that these countries are seeking to keep out the domi- 


nant influence militarily, economically, or otherwise by 
Cuba. 


MINUTEMAN III MISSILES ; SALT II NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, Ed Walsh with the Washington Post. 
Last January, Secretary Rumsfeld in his annual report 
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tothe Congress said in effect that we already have enough 
Minuteman missiles and to build more than the 550 we 
have would not be worth it. That being the case, sir, how 
do you justify asking Congress for $322 million to do 
that? 

Tue Present. If you go back and look at the budget 
that I submitted in January for the Department of De- 
fense, we said that the Minuteman III production line 
would close under present plans sometime early this 
spring. At that time, it looked like we would probably 
make more progress in a SALT II agreement, and if we 
had consummated a SALT II agreement, there wouldn’t 
be any need for a further add-on to the Minuteman III 
production line. That progress has not materialized, and 
on the basis of good economics, and on the basis of good 
judgment, which we indicated in our budget presentation, 
we have decided to proceed with the Minuteman III 
add-on production. 

Q. Does that mean, Mr. President, that if there is a 
sudden breakthrough, a sudden improvement in the pace 
of those negotiations, you may withdraw that request? 

Tue Presipent. That is a possibility, but again, we 
can’t speculate to that degree. This is just good insurance 
and good economics. That is why we have asked for the 
extra money, and we said we might do it if negotiations 
didn’t produce as we hoped they should. 

Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Tue Preswent. Thank you all very, very much. 
note: President Ford’s thirty-first news conference was held at 


9:32 am. on Thursday, April 29, 1976, in the Imperial Ballroom 
West at the Hyatt Regency Hotel. 


Houston, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at the Annual Meeting of the 
Texas Nursing Home Association. April 29, 1976 


It is nice to see some more friendly faces here. 

Mr. Pendergast, Sentor John Tower, members of the 
Texas Nursing Home Association: 

It is a privilege and a pleasure for me to have the 

opportunity to stop by and make some observations and 
comments and thank you for the good job that you have 
done not only here in Texas with your organization, but 
with comparable organizations throughout the United 
States. 
_ [know from personal experience in my State of Mich- 
lgan that the organization of the Association there has 
done a good job, and I am sure that is likewise true here, 
and I congratulate you and compliment you. 

But let me talk for just a few minutes about some of 
the things that I am trying to do to make certain, to make 
Positive that the 32 million or 33 million Americans who 


are the beneficiaries of social security and other Federal 
programs are properly taken care of. 

You, I am sure, know that in the State of the Union 
Message that I submitted to the Congress in January of 
1976, I recommended the full cost of living increase for 
social security recipients. And it is my understanding that, 
based on the calculations that have been made by the 
proper authorities, that will be 6.4 percent, as I recall, as 
of July 1 of this year. 

I believe that we, as a nation, hold an obligation to 
that part of our society. They bought and paid for the 
benefits that are coming and ought to be given to them 
under the law. 

Another program that I feel Congress ought to act on 
is what is commonly known as catastrophic insurance. It 
has been my experience as I traveled around the country 
to see in many, many instances, individuals who were good 
citizens and saved their money and planned for their re- 
tirement all of a sudden be hit with a catastrophic ill- 
ness where the costs were great, where the time that they 
had to spend in a hospital or a nursing home was very, very 
extended. 

I am told under Medicaid that there are roughly 3 to 
4 million of our fellow citizens who are adversely affected 
by the catastrophic illness. I think we owe an obligation 
to them because they, under no circumstances, could pay 
the cost to maintain adequate care during this tragedy. 

So I recommended to the Congress that something be 
done about it. Unfortunately, no action has transpired at 
the present time. Unfortunately, the prospects do not look 
good. Believe me, I feel an obligation, and I think those 
of us who are healthy, whether you are young or old, owe 
an obligation to that segment of our society that are trag- 
ically hit by these unfortunate illnesses. 

I likewise know that your organization has raised a 
good many questions about HEW’s 1972 regulations. I 
am sure you are not the only organization, because I am 
informed that other State organizations comparable to 
you have done likewise. 

It does appear to me—and I have talked to the Secre- 
tary of HEW about it—that there is an overzealous inter- 
ference attempted by those regulations. And I hope we 
can do something affirmatively to change them. 

I have repeatedly said that we want to get the Federal 
Government off the backs of people and out of their 
pockets. We have recommended tax decreases, additional 
tax reductions. We are making some headway in reducing 
Federal paperwork. 

About 6 months ago, I directed the Office of OMB to 
make a 10-percent reduction in the total paperwork as 
far as all Federal Agencies and Departments are con- 
cerned. That 10-percent reduction is to be achieved by 
July 1 of this year. 

Let me put it as simply—but I think it is as safely—as 
I can, as it affects what all of you are trying to do: Your 





Volume 12—Number 18 











750 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 


emphasis should be on taking care of patients, not making 
out forms. 

It has been a great privilege and pleasure to be here 
and to say hello to you and to give you the benefit of some 
of my views and programs, policies that we are seeking to 
implement for the benefit of all of the 215 million 
Americans. 

I thank you for the opportunity to be here. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 10:18 a.m. in the Imperial Ballroom 
Center at the Hyatt Regency Hotel. 


Conroe, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at the Conroe Town Square. 
April 29, 1976 


First, let me thank you very deeply for the opportunity 
to participate in this memorial ceremony, and I thank you 
from the bottom of my heart for the replica which will 
be appropriately displayed and greatly appreciated in the 
White House. I thank you very, very much. 

It is obviously a great pleasure to be in Conroe, Texas, 
the third fastest-growing county in the United States— 
Montgomery County, I gather I have a friend or two here 
in Conroe and Montgomery County. Thank you very, 
very much. 

The purpose of my visit can be summed up in a very 
few words. As much as I believe in a strong and prosper- 
ous American automobile industry, I am here to say that 
this year there is absolutely no reason to trade in your Ford 
for anew model. [Laughter] 

The year 1976 is a very important, very critical year 
for this great country. It marks the turning point for our 
country as we enter the last quarter of the 20th century 
and begin the third century of America’s independence. 

It is good for us sometimes to take stock where we have 
been, where we are now, and where we are going as a 
people and as a nation. America has come a long, long way 
in the last 200 years. We have grown from a very small, 
poor, weak, and struggling collection of colonies to the 
greatest nation in the history of the world—the United 
States of America, and we are proud of it. 

We have come through wars, depressions, droughts, 
riots, assassinations, scandal, practically everything that 
fate can throw at America, but we have also enjoyed phe- 
nomenal economical, technological, and social progress in 
America. And that progress has made our way of life the 
envy of all peoples all over the world. 

Despite all the problems we have had, I don’t think 
any one of us would trade places with the people of any 
other country in the world today. 

We hear some talk these days about America being in a 
state of decline. We hear that America’s best days are 


behind us. We hear that America is only a second-rate 
power in the world today. Frankly, I am tired of hearing 
those who would run down America. 

I am proud of America, and I am proud to be an Amer 
ican. I know that each and every one of you feel exactly 
the same way. I believe in this country. I believe in its 
values, its traditions, its institutions, its people. I believe 
deeply in America’s future. 

We have the capacity in this country to do just about 
anything we set our minds to. America today remains the 
best hope of peace, the strongest guardian of freedom in 
the world, in the globe, and we are pursuing a policy of 
peace through strength, and we are going to keep it that 
way. 

I can assure you that America’s defense capabilities are 
fully sufficient to keep the peace, to deter aggression, to 
protect our national security and our freedom. And let 
me assure you once again, without any hesitation, qualifi- 
cation, or equivocation, we intend to keep it that way. 

But America’s strength is measured by more than arma- 
ments alone. America today is the greatest agricultural 
power, the most prolific producer of food and fiber in the 
history of mankind. I want to see the family farm survive 
in this great country. I want to make it easier for people 
to pass on their farms, the products of many years of hard 
work, love, and faith, to their sons as well as to their daugh- 
ters. I want to make it easier to keep those farms in the 
family, rather than sacrificing them to the tax collector. 

I have proposed two measures to help promote that 
result: First, a proposal that Congress act to stretch out 
estate tax payments at greatly reduced interest rates over 
a 25-year period and, second, I have proposed an increase 
in the estate tax exemption from $60,000 to $150,000. We 
need that kind of action. 

These proposals, if enacted, would help not only fam- 
ily farms but family businesses as well. Family-owned 
businesses, like every other segment of our economy, suf- 
fered very heavily in the worst recession in 40 years. But 
thanks to some strong commonsense policies at the out- 
set of the recession, and thanks to the determination and 
the courage of the American people, we are working our 
way out of this economic difficulty. 

With one favorable economic indicator after another 
pointing the way, we are on the road to recovery and to 
prosperity in America, and we are picking up more and 
more speed every day. 

One of the main reasons this recession hurt us as much 
as it did was our dependence on foreign energy sources. 
Price increases, as we all know, in 1973 quadrupled the 
cost of foreign oil. Our dependence on foreign oil was too 
great then, as I recall 30 or 31 percent, and that depend- 
ence cost us a great deal more than the long lines at the 
neighborhood gasoline stations. 


It cost us hundreds and hundreds of thousands of jobs. | 


billions of dollars in production, increased inflation, and 
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many, many months of major economic problems. But 
the really shocking thing about all of this is that our de- 
pendence on foreign oil has actually increased since 1973, 
because the Congress, or a majority of the Congress, sim- 
ply refuses to recognize either the urgency or the severity of 
this problem. 

This is an oil country, I understand, around Conroe 
and Montgomery County, and you fundamentally under- 
stand the problem. We in America need energy independ- 
ence. We must have it, and we are going to get it. 

The sooner we get the Government regulations off the 
back of America’s oil and natural gas producer, the soon- 
er we will achieve energy independence for America, for 
215 million Americans. Obviously, I say the sooner the 
better. 

Five months ago, as Senator Tower and Congressman 
Wilson know, I recommended decontrol of oil and new 
natural gas prices. The Congress deliberated, delayed, de- 
bated, and dawdled all the way from January to Decem- 
ber of 1975, and finally sent me an energy bill. Believe me, 
it was a long way from perfect, as John and Charlie know, 
but at least it was a start. 

In that bill, the Congress agreed for the first time to 
remove control over oil prices. Unfortunately, the Con- 
gress insisted that full decontrol be carried out over a 40- 
month period. I indicated last December that I would 
order immediate steps to remove controls of petroleum 
products. I also pledged that I would use all of the flex- 
ibility available in that legislation to allow the increases in 
crude oil prices that are absolutely necessary to stimulate 
domestic oil production. 

We have already sent to the Congress the plan for the 
decontrol of residual oil, and this decontrol plan will go 
into effect in a very few weeks. Plans are also being pre- 
pared to decontrol distillates and gasoline. We are mov- 
ing in the right direction in this whole area, both to pre- 
vide the incentives that we need and to reduce the con- 
trol of the Federal bureaucracy over this great industry. 

My goal has been, will continue to be, the removal of 
all price controls from oil and new natural gas as the very, 
very best way to achieve energy independence for the 
United States of America. 

Last week, obviously, I was very pleased that the Texas 
Independent Producers and Royalty Owners Association 
expressed its support for my efforts to achieve energy in- 
dependence for America. I deeply appreciate that support 
from one of the largest and most influential petroleum as- 
sociations in Texas. 

Let me assure you, as well as them, that I intend to keep 
right on with these efforts for the next 4 years. 

Furthermore, I will do all that I possibly can to see that 
Government regulations and redtape do not enslave free 
enterprise and personal freedom in this great country. The 
heavy, heavy hand of Government has found its way into 
too many areas of our national and personal life. 


If there is one thing that we must never forget, it is 
that a government big enough to give us everything we 
want is a government big enough to take from us every- 
thing we have. We have the very best system of govern- 
ment in the whole globe. It is a system laid out with great 
care and paid for at great, great price by patriots yearning 
for freedom. It is a system that can be a powerful instru- 
ment of progress and enduring peace, a source of strength 
and security. But it must always be a servant, never the 
master of the American people. 

We want the freedom in this country to choose our 
own course and our own life, to chart our own future 
on our own terms without the Government telling us 
everything we can and cannot do. The elections of 1976 
will play an important role in deciding what course we 
chart for America’s future. The future that I see is one 
in which we find al! Americans living in dignity, security, 
in harmony and in peace. 

I see people taking pride in their work and finding 
pleasure and purpose and prosperity in their lives. I 
see an America which cherishes the old values of honesty, 
compassion, and determination and courage. I see an 
America which continues to stand tall and strong and 
free among the nations of the world. 

I see an America which rises to its challenges, fulfills 
its responsibilities, and takes advantage of the oppor- 
tunities for progress in every field of endeavor. These are 
my goals, and this is the reason why I ask for your help 
and assistance, your support on May 1, November 2, and 
in the challenging years ahead. 

Thank you very, very kindly. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:04 p.m. after he and Senator 
John Tower assisted in the unveiling of the dedicatory plaque for 
the Montgomery County War Memorial Park. 

Prior to the ceremony, the President participated in a local parade 


in his honor while motorcading from Houston to the Conroe Town 
Square. 


Conroe, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Reception. April 29, 1976 


It it great to be in this part of Texas and to see so 
many enthusiastic, so friendly supporters of Jerry Ford 
for the Presidency of the United States, and I thank you 
very much. 

Did you know this is the second visit I have made to 
Texas in the last several weeks? We were down here 
earlier, we came back and started on Tuesday afternoon 
with a drop-by at Shreveport so we could get some good 
exposure in East Texas. And then we went to Long- 
view and to Tyler, and we have been to Houston, and 


Volume 12—Number 18 











752 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 


we are going to have 2 full more days coming down the 
road because we think that although we started as an 
underdog we have got the momentum going. I think 
we are getting awful close, and I think we might win 
next Saturday. 

I was very pleased to meet the four delegates that are 
running as President Ford delegates, and I thank each 
and every one of them for being on the ballot, and we 
will do everything we can to make certain that they 
get elected. But let me say a word or two about all of you 
wonderful volunteers. 

First, John Tower has been a “tower of strength”— 
if I can coin a word—because he has given the leader- 
ship, and his tremendous record of being the senior 
Senator from Texas certainly has been extremely help- 
ful. And I want to thank John for his unselfishness and 
his great leadership on my behalf. 

Secondly, I want to thank all of you for volunteering 
your efforts to help in this very crucial election. And we 
consider the election on Saturday as crucial, if not more 
so, than any other election in all the 31 or 32 primaries. 
It is a very important date, an important date I think 
for the future of the Republican Party, an important 
date for the philosophy that all of us believe in and 
espouse, the kind of philosophy that can give this country 
in the next century the leadership, the progress, the 
strength, the freedom that we want for ourselves but, 
more importantly, to these young people who are here 
with us. 

So May 1 is an important date. I know you are dedicat- 
ing a lot of time—you have made hundreds of telephone 
calls, you have talked to your friends, you have done 
everything—but we have got about 70-some hours left 
and that is when the final whistle blows. So everybody 
you can get to the polls, everybody that you can con- 
vince to vote the right way can make a critical difference, 
for those four delegates, for our success in Kansas City 
in August, and for the success of our election process in 
November. 

I know, after I get the nomination, I can win in No- 
vember. And that means I can win against Hubert 
Humphrey or Jimmy Carter or any one of the other 
Democratic candidates. I don’t care whether they elect 
them or nominate them in the election process or they do 
it in the smoke-filled rooms in New York City when they 
get down there for their convention. We are going to win. 
But the crucial vote comes right here in the State of 
Texas, so we want your maximum help. 

But there is one thing you might use in talking to the 
many people you see from Montgomery County—I think 
we have had programs that have been successful for the 
good of America. As you can recall just a year ago, 12 
months, we were in the depths of the worst economic 
recession in 40 years in this country. But by steady, con- 
structive programs we have been able to turn that around. 
Instead of having inflation of 12 percent or more, for the 


first 3 months of this calendar year it is down to legs 
than 3 percent. That is a 75 percent reduction in the rate 
of inflation, and that is progress, by any standards. 

Also, I think it is worthy of considerable mention, in 
the last year, from April or May to the present time, we 
have added 2,600,000 more people on payrolls through. 
out this country, so that as of March we had 86,700,000 
people gainfully employed in this great country—an all. 
time record. And the Ford administration can claim the 
credit for it. 

So, I think when you talk to your friends, by phone or 
in person, you have got something to sell—an affirmative, 
constructive record. And I promise you, as I said to all 
the good people of Conroe, that I think that our third 
century can be the greatest century in the history of 
America. And if we can have an opportunity to partici- 
pate in the first 4 years of it, with a kind of leadership, we 
will be off on the right start. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 1:30 p.m. at the Holiday Inn. 


Waco, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
James Connally Field. April 29, 1976 


Tue Present. As you can imagine, I am delighted to 
be here in ‘Waco and to have such a wonderful welcome. 
And I am delighted to answer any questions. 

Q. Mr. President, recently the Vice President apolo- 
gized to the Senate for remarks that he made. Can you 
state that no Government agencies have been used to 
gather information on any political candidates and re- 
port back to the White House? 

Tue Preswent. Absolutely. As far as I know, there 
is no effort whatsover, and I have strictly said there 
should be no such effort by any Government agency. 

Q. Mr. President, would you rather run against Hu- 
bert Humphrey than Jimmy Carter? Would he be easier 
to beat? 

THE PresivENT. Gee, I really can’t tell you one way 
or another. I think I can win in either case. 

Q. Well, with all those statements you made about 
Hubert Humphrey, though, where you thinking at that 
time that he would be easier to beat? 

The Preswent. No, I simply thought that the com- 
bined Democratic power-makers or dictators in the top 
echelon would probably end up putting Hubert in the 
top spot. But Jimmy Carter seems to have some momen- 
tum going that will make it very different, unless they go 
to a back-room, smoke-filled room situation. 

Q. If the new FEC bill hits your desk next week, what 
would you do with it? 
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Tue Present. Well, they haven’t sent it down to 
the White House yet, and they won’t pass it until next 
Monday or Tuesday. And I learned a long time ago, 
dealing with this Congress particularly, I wait and see 
what the small print says, and when they get it down 
there and I take a look at it, then I will make a decision. 

Q. Will Governor Connally be your Secretary of State 
or hold any other Cabinet position if you are reelected? 

Tue Present. I have said that Governor Connally is 
fully qualified to hold any public office in the United 
States. And after we get the nomination and after we win 
in November, we will take a look at the overall situation. 
He is certainly qualified for any position between now and 
November or after November. 

Q. Mr. President, since we last talked with you, Sena- 
tor Humphrey has announced that he is not going to 
enter in New Jersey. What is your reaction to this? Do 
you think it is a wise decision? 

Tue Present. I wouldn’t pass judgment on whether 
it is a wise decision or not. I think it appears to be a very 
practical decision, because Jimmy Carter got some tre- 
mendous momentum in the Pennsylvania primary. And 
unless the powers that be in the Democratic Party sit be- 
hind some closed doors in a smoke-filled room and broker 
Jimmy Carter out of it, why, it looks to me like Jimmy has 
the odds in his favor. 

Reporter. Thank you very much. 

Tue Present. Thank you all. It is nice to see you. 


note: The President spoke at 3:10 p.m. at James Connally Field, 
located on the Texas State Technical Institute campus. 


Waco, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Students From Baylor University. 
April 29, 1976 


Tue Present. Dr. McCall, Senator Tower, President 
Jay Wolfe, students, faculty members: 

I really am delighted to be here at Baylor University, 
the home of the Baylor Bears and its great coach, Grant 
Teaff, to whom I had the honor of presenting the 1974 
Coach of the Year Award from the American Football 
Coaches Association last year. 

Baylor has a very great right to be proud of Coach 
Teaff, and I congratulate him as well as you. Now, before 
I go any further, to all of you CB’ers in the audience, I 
bring a special hello from the First Mama—T[laughter|— 
and secondarily from the First Papa, too. 

_ But, I am deeply grateful to have the opportunity to 
meet with you today, and you know the saying anything is 
Possible in Texas. I always leave this great State with a 
great optimism and a very positive attitude. But, before 


I get to your questions, let me say a few words concerning 
the future of our country. 

We have come a long, long way since the birth of the 
United States two centuries ago. Yet, we have a long way 
to go in the third and the fourth and on and on. We be- 
gan our first century with a political experiment, a daring 
and a very unique experiment in the concept of self-rule. 

Our first century saw the firm establishment of a free 
system of government, based on the right of the individual 
to determine his own destiny. That concept was carried 
into the second century of our great Nation and along with 
it, we transformed an underdeveloped country into the 
mightiest and the strongest and most productive nation in 
the history of mankind. 

As we begin our third century, we should appreciate 
the wisdom and foresight of our Founding Fathers, and 
we should reaffirm the contributions as we confirm our 
efforts to secure lasting freedom, lasting peace, and lasting 
prosperity. 

It is vitally important that we preserve the individual 
freedom of all Americans, but beyond that, we should 
strive to improve the quality of life for the individual. We 
must devise safeguards for the individualism of every 
American to protect personal freedoms in our individuali- 
ties from the pressures of mass government, big or orga- 
nized labor, from massive education, or massive 
communication. 

We must not smother the individual expression and 
creativity that exists in each and every one of us, and we 
must not stifle individual opportunity. The opportunity 
that you have to pursue a higher education is a very, very 
important one. 

But, what about the opportunities for a fulfilling career 
in a stable world once you leave this great university 
campus? My new budget for the Federal Government was 
designed to bolster our economy by generating new jobs, 
not make-work, dead-end government sponsored jobs but 
jobs in the private sector where five out of every six jobs 
exist and are available in this great economy, the free 
enterprise system of the United States. 

These jobs in the private sector have careers attached 
to them. They offer you more than a temporary govern- 
ment paycheck. They offer you a future, they offer you a 
challenge. 

Today, because we made some very tough decisions and 
stuck with them, we are recovering in this country in a 
strong and vigorous way from the worst economic condi- 
tions that America has suffered in a period of 40 years. 

We are recovering, not because government undertook 
to put every unemployed American on the Federal pay- 
roll but because we stimulated the great American private 
enterprise system to produce more goods, more services, 
more investments, and, as a result, far, far more jobs. 
They are genuine, long-term jobs generated by the de- 
mands of an improving economy, not by any quick-fix 
gimmicks by the Federal Government. 
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We provided that stimulation through my program of 
tax cuts for individuals to increase their purchasing 
power and tax incentives for business expansion and job 
production, not through massive new government spend- 
ing programs. In fact, over the last 20 months, I vetoed 
48 bills. Thirty-nine of those vetoes have been sustained 
and without weakening or threatening our economic 
recovery in any way whatsoever. And you might be inter- 
ested to know that those vetoes sustained by the Congress 
will have saved the taxpayers of this country some $13 
billion. That is not bad. I know a little bit about the Con- 
gress. If they send any more of those wasteful legislative 
proposals down to the Oval Office, we will veto them 
again and again and again. 

We now have more Americans on the job than we have 
had at any other time in the history of the United States, 
and all of this happened because the American people did 
not panic, because the great American system of free 
enterprise is working. 

Finally, we must ask ourselves how can we insure that 
your jobs and your hopes for the future will not be 
threatened by international events. Your lives are insepa- 
rably linked with the stability of the rest of the world. 
In a thermonuclear age there can be no lasting accom- 
plishments without a lasting peace. 

Here, too, we can be proud of our achievements, our 
accomplishments. Today, America is at peace, no Amer- 
icans are in combat any place in the world, and I intend to 
keep it that way by the right policies. 

We are meeting the active duty manpower require- 
ments of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by an all-volunteer re- 
cruiting program without the draft. We are at peace and 
we will stay at peace because we are strong enough to 
keep the peace, to deter aggression, and to protect our 
national security. 

Since I became President, I have recommended to the 
Congress the two largest military budgets in the history 
of the United States, the last one a 14 percent increase 


over the previous year. They were needed to make certain 


that our military capabilities continue to be strong in the 
years ahead, as they must be if we are to find the peace 
and the security that we all seek. I am determined, as I 
have always been, to keep America’s military might un- 
surpassed by any other nation. 

If I might extemporize for just a minute, it was a great 
privilege for me to serve in the Congress for some 25-plus 
years and probably the most challenging, the most inter- 
esting experience that I had in that 25 years was the op- 
portunity to serve on the Committee on Appropriations 
where I served for 16 years. And 14 out of those 16 years 
I was privileged to serve on what we call the Subcommit- 
tee on the Department of Defense, and also the Subcom- 
mittee on Foreign Aid Appropriations. On the Depart- 
ment of Defense appropriation bill we used to start hear- 
ings—and I started them first back in 1953 and went 
through 1965 or 1966—we used to start in January every 


year and we would go 5 days a week, 5 hours a day, § 
months a year listening to Secretaries of Defense, Chair. 
men of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, all the Secretaries of the 
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force, all of the top generals 
and admirals. 

I think that subcommittee, composed of 6 Democrats 
and 6 Republicans probably knew more about the history 
and the facts and the figures and the policies, and the pro- 
grams and the personnel of the Department of Defense of 
any committee in the Congress of the United States—and 
we did this every year. 

So, when I say to all of you wonderful young men and 
women that the military capabilities of the United States 
today are unsurpassed by any country in the world, I think 
I am qualified to say that with complete and total 
assurance. 

You know sometimes when I hear critics complaining 
about American defenses policy and American foreign 
policy, always complaining but never offering any pro- 
gram of their own, I am reminded of one of the finest 
Texans I ever had the privilege to know and serve with in 
the Congress of the United States. 

Sam Rayburn, who served as Speaker of the House 
longer than any person in the history of the House of 
Representatives—he served 50 years in the Congress with 
over 3,000 Congressmen and Senators and 8 different 
Presidents, Democrats as well as Republicans—at the end 
of a very long day, after he had worked very hard to make 
a better life for America, when he heard from the chronic 
complainers, Sam Rayburn used to love to recall what his 
father once told him, and let me quote: “Any donkey can 
kick a barn down, but it take an awfully good carpenter 
to build one up.” 


Now, as far as the national security, the policies in- 


volving our security, are concerned, I am convinced that 
the American people would rather have a President who 
is constructively seeking to build the foundations of last- 
ing security than someone who spends most of his time 
trying to kick them down. 

I invite you all, then, to join me in a journey to a 
challenging future, to walk with me on the path of peace 
and on the road to lasting prosperity, for there lies the 
honor and the achievement and the happiness for the 
United States of America and for the 215 million Amer- 
cans that I am honored to serve and proud to lead. 

It has been a great privilege to say in a few words, and 
now I will be delighted to answer your questions. 
Thank you very much. 


QUESTIONS 
THE ECONOMY 


Q. Mr. President, Hi. 

Tue Present. Hi. How are you? 

Q. Iam fine, thank you. 

I know that getting inflation under control is one of 
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your important issues, and I am very firmly behind that. 
But, you have also said that unemployment is going to 
have to increase in order to accomplish this goal. This is 
rather frightening to me because I am graduating and 
will be out trying to find a job to support myself. What 
I would like to know is to what degree do you think 
unemployment is going to have to go in order to get 
inflation under control? 

Tue PresIvEnT. First; let me set the record straight. 
I never said that we could lick inflation by the process, 
for the need and necessity of increasing unemployment. 
What I said was that they are twin problems and we 
can affirmatively be successful in winning against both 
of them. 

Now, some of my critics, when I took some rather 
firm and tough action a year ago in January, said oh, 
President Ford is going to whip inflation but he is going 
to increase unemployment. The facts are we have made 
substantial progress against both of them. 

Let me cite some statistics. 

First, when I became President in August of 1974, 
the rate of inflation was 12 to 14 percent. The first 3 
months of 1976, on an annualized basis, the rate of 
inflation for this country was under 3 percent. That is a 
75 percent cutback in the rate of inflation, and I think 
we should be darned proud of it. 

I can vividly recall last April when my good friend 
Senator Hubert Humphrey was saying we are on the 
brink of a depression and when George Meany was 
saying there would be 10 million unemployed in this 
country, but we didn’t panic. Unemployment went to 
8.9 percent. It got up to almost 8 million Americans. 
But you know, since 8.9 percent we are now down to 
7.5 percent, and the most important thing you are inter- 
ested in is jobs. 

Now, what has happened in this 12-month span? 
From last April to the end of March this year, we have 
increased 2,600,000 jobs in the United States and we 
have reached the total of 86,700,000 jobs. More peo- 
ple were employed in the United States in March of 
this year than in any time in the history of the United 
States. So, when you graduate, you are going to have a 


lot better opportunity to get a job in June than you did 
last June. 


REPUBLICAN PRESIDENTIAL NOMINEE 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask you this ques- 
tion, please, sir. You are currently leading Governor 
Reagan in the contest for the Republican Presidential 
nomination. In the event that Governor Reagan should 
win the Texas primary and then go on to win the Re- 
publican nomination, would you as a loyal Republican 
support Governor Reagan for the Presidency? 

Tue Preswent. First, I don’t expect him to win in 
Texas, and I don’t—[ Laughter]—it is going to be close, 


but I am getting more and more optimistic. I certainly 
don’t expect him to win in Kansas City, so I don’t think 
I have to worry about the question you asked. | Laughter] 


VICE PRESIDENTIAL POSSIBILITIES 


Q. Mr. President, my question concerns the 1976 cam- 
paign. When you were campaigning in the Massachu- 
setts primary, you hinted that Massachusetts’ Senator 
Edward Brooke would be considered for the Vice Presi- 
dential nomination. Now that you are campaigning in 
Texas, you have hinted that John Connally might be 
your choice. [ Laughter] 

My question is, who do you plan to suggest as your 
choice in the Indiana primary? [ Laughter] 

THE PrEeswENT. In Texas I have suggested that both 
Senator John Tower and John Connally would be good 
possibilities. [Laughter] But, let me say the Republican 
Party has a wealth of outstanding talent, some in the 
United States Senate, like John Tower, some in the 
Governorships, some former Governors, some individuals 
in private life. I think we are very lucky in the Republican 
Party to have a wealth of talent that is available for the 
convention to make a choice. 

When I say Ed Brooke is a potential as a qualified per- 
son, I mean it, and I will say it right here in Texas. I don’t 
back away from that, and when I am up in Massachu- 
setts, I will speak affirmatively about the possibility of 
John Tower and John Connally. If we had a couple of 
good Senators in Indiana, I will say something nice about 
them, too. [Laughter] 


PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, Time Magazine recently reported 
that Governor Reagan’s interpretation of the ongoing of 
the Panama Canal negotiations was basically correct. In 
a House subcommittee meeting, Ellsworth Bunker has 
reportedly said that we are negotiating right now to give 
away the Panama Canal. 

What I would like to know is, why is the United States 
giving away the Panama Canal when it is a major source 
of income for this country? 

Tue PresiveEnT. First, I think we have to be factual 
about it. The Panama Canal is not a major source of 
income for the United States. As a matter of fact, the 
United States pays the Government of Panama $2.5 mil- 
lion a year for the rights to have the Canal go through 
the country of Panama. That is a factual statement. 

We don’t get any revenue. As a matter of fact, it is a 
loss, and we pay Panama $2.5 million a year for the rights 
that we exercise in the Panamas. 

Now, I am not going to give away anything that in- 
volves our national security as far as the Panama Canal 
is concerned. But, let me just give you the situation as we 
approach the negotiations. 
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In 1964, there was a terrible riot in the Panamas and 
in the Canal Zone. Twenty Panamanians and four 
American GI’s were killed. At that time, President Lyn- 
don Johnson decided the wise thing to do was to sit 
down and negotiate with the Government of Panama to 
see if we could avoid that kind of bloodshed, if we could 
find a responsible solution. 

Those particular negotiations have gone on, carried 
out by President Johnson, by President Nixon, and by 
myself. Those negotiations are an attempt to find a re- 
sponsible solution so that the United States of America 
loses nothing in the capability to traverse or transit that 
Canal, to use it along with all other countries, and for a 
long, long period of time, well into the next century, prob- 
ably 50 years. We would have the right to maintain, to 
operate, and to defend that Canal, which is more or less 
the expected economic utilization lifetime of that Canal. 

Now, my friend and my ovponent in this Republican 
primary says—I have forgotten the word—but anvhow, 
in effect what he says, we should terminate negotiations 
that have been going on for 12 years in a responsible way. 
I can assure you that if those negotiations are terminated, 
you will have a resumption of rioting, unauestioned addi- 
tional bloodshed. You will have a very serious problem 
maintaining the oneration capability of that Canal be- 
cause it is easily subiect to sabotage. so you will have to 
increase the U.S. Army contineent down there which is 
now 10.000 by at least another 10 000 and maybe another 
20.000. In the interim, you will have 26 Latin and South 
American neighbors and 309 million Latin and South 
Americans angry, antagonistic against the United States, 
all in this hemisphere I think we ourht to carry on those 
negotiations responsibly as we are doing. We are going 
to maintain, as long as I am President, the necessary re- 
sponsibility, the necessary influence to make sure that we 
don’t give away one thing involving our national security. 


U.S. INTERNATIONAL FOOD POLICY 


Q. Hello, Mr. Ford. The problem of overpopulation 
and world hunger is no longer theoretical speculation but 
is an unfortunate reality. This country consumes a dis- 
proportionate amount of the world food because we are 
fortunate enough to have productive, fruitful lands where 
other countries aren’t so lucky. 

If there is going to be a concerted effort to prevent 
millions of people from starving, we are going to have to 
be willing to give ':p some of our good fortune and spread 
it around. What should this country’s responsibility be? 

THE PreEsiwent. First, let me say that the United States 
of America is fortunate in more than having good land. 
We have the most productive farmers in the history of 
mankind. We have the greatest economic system in the 
history of mankind. We have less than 6 percent of the 
population, and we produce, as I recall, some 30 percent 
of the food throughout the globe. 

Now, I don’t think that—well, let me just say I am not 


a doomsayer, I have heard these predictions, these fore- 
casts, these pessimists come up and say America and the 
world, we can’t make it for another 50 years, I don’t be- 
lieve that. I am affirmative enough about the ingenuity 
and the drive and all the other things in this country to 
believe that we will surmount the problems in 10 years, in 
20 years, in 30 years, just as well as our forefathers have 
in the past. 

But, to get down to the food problem on a worldwide 
basis, I concede that it is a serious one and that is why 
the United States in the current fiscal year is making 
available, under what we call PL 480, about $1,300 mil- 
lion of rice, of corn, of wheat, and other agricultural 
commodities produced in the United States. 

In effect, we are giving them away because of our pro- 
ductivity and their lack of knowhow, or their system, or 
whatever it is. 

Another thing we can do aside from this annual contri- 
bution—and this is about the 20th year of the PL 480 
program—about 6 months ago I approved a $200 million 
contribution to the International Food Commission. It 
is a program that was established 3 or 4 years ago. A 
former President of Michigan State University that I am 
sure Dr. McCall knows, John Hanna, was the head of it. 
We are contributing $200 million as a fund to be utilized 
by these underdeveloped countries that have the land but 
not the knowhow, so we can give to them the expertise 
and the capabilities that we have developed in this coun- 
try. 

So, between an annual grant of $1.4 billion to the $200 
million that we have made available on my recommenda- 
tion to give them a long-range capability, I think the 
United States is meeting responsibly its responsibility in 
this area. 

U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONS 


Q. Mr. Ford, I thank you for this opportunity for me 
to ask you a question that I have wanted to ask for several 
years now, and thought I never would be afforded the 
opportunity. I came with a list of questions to ask you 
about foreign policy in Vietnam, and Panama, such as 
this. But, as I listened to the Star Spangled Banner I was 
reminded, as I always am, of a trip I took to Moscow 
2 years ago. 

It was on this trip that I visited several Christian 
churches and talked to people in the streets who were 
afraid to talk to me because they knew I was a Christian. 
I sang the Battle Hymn of the Republic outside of Trinity 
Baptist Church in Moscow and as we were singing 4 
truckload of Soviet troops pulled around the corner and 
drove all the people in the church back in just out of 
sheer fear. 

I wore a wrist band around my wrist for 2 years in 
high school of a man named Georgy Benz, who, when he 
was my age, was thrown in prison for conducting Sunday 
school classes in his neighborhood, and he is still in prison 
today. 
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What I would like to know is why you continue the 
policy of selling wheat to an enemy which has constantly 
stood up against every Christian principle we have ever 
held in our country, has suppressed every Christian per- 
son and every Christian young person in Russia? Why do 
you continue to let them bull their way throughout the 
world—in Angola, in Panama, where pro-Communists 
live, and especially in wheat deals? 

THE PRESIDENT. Let me say that Mrs. Ford and I at- 
tended that same church in Moscow in 1968, and we were 
proud to go there as Americans who believe in God and 
made a commitment. We are proud of that, and we don’t 
approve of the internal domestic policies of the Soviet 
Union. We don’t agree with the domestic policies of a 
great many countries throughout the world, whether they 
are military dictatorships in one part of the world, whether 
they have a Communist form of Government in another 
part of the world. 

I think it is sad and tragic that out of 140 nations in the 
world today there are only about 25 of them that are 
democracies like our own. I think that is sad. Our job is 
to do something about it in a responsible and in an affirm- 
ative way. But, I don’t think that we ought to go to war 
about every one of those problems, and I don’t think you 
do either. If you are suggesting that the United States 
should start shooting every time we disagree with the in- 
ternal domestic policies of a country, I just think that is 
wrong. 

Q. I merely suggest that we expect the Soviet Union to 
concur as much with the détente as the United States does 
and have as much integrity as a nation as the United 
States does. If they are going to back down on détente, 
then I feel that we should also. 

THE Present. Let me say as long as I have been 
President we have never backed down once from the 
Soviet Union, with one exception, when the United States 
Congress decided we couldn’t do something in Angola 
against the policies that I had which would have chal- 
lenged the Soviet Union, and we could have succeeded 
in Angola if the Congress had not lost its courage and 
will. So, that is not our problem. 


DEMOCRATIC OPPONENT IN THE GENERAL ELECTION 


Q. Mr. President, I am Barry Reno and you are not. 
[Laughter] I just have a simple question here. Assuming 
that you receive your party’s nomination this summer, 
who do you think would be the most difficult for you to 
beat in November—Mr. Carter or Mr. Humphrey? 

Tue PresipenT. Let me say you are not a suburb in 
Washington, D.C., either. [Laughter] 

I think either Hubert Humphrey or Jimmy Carter 
would be very formidable opposition. In the one case, 
with Hubert Humphrey, he and I took the oath of office 
together back in January of 1948. He was a Senator, I 


was a House Member. We have clashed ideologically for 
25 or 28 years. He is on one side of the political spectrum, 
I think I am to the other side. So, a contest between Ford 
and Humphrey would be a good ideological confronta- 
tion. I think it would be healthy. 

Now, Ford and Carter, well, we don’t really know what 
Jimmy Carter stands for. [Laughter] But, if he gets the 
nomination, we will darn sure find out. 


JIMMY CARTER 


Q. Mr. President, did you have the opportunity to 
read his position paper in the New York primaries that 
he handed out to the people there? I believe it was about 
35 pages long and it went into a little detail. 

Tue Preswent. I read his foreign policy—all I am 
quoting in part is what some of my Democratic friends 
are saying about his position. And I have read his for- 
eign policy speech which he gave before the World Coun- 
cil in Chicago and it discussed all the problems but it 
didn’t offer any solutions. It talked about this area of the 
world and that area of the world. It was a very outstand- 
ing academic dissertation but it didn’t have to grapple 
with the day-to-day problems where you have to decide 
yes or no. Now, I think that is the problem he is running 
into when he talks about some of the other areas. 

I listened to him explain. I didn’t read about it, I 
listened to him explain his proposal for national health 
insurance with the government in effect controlling the 
whole system. Well, I diametrically oppose that kind of a 
program. 

O. Mr. President, I am Susan Phillips and in all prob- 
ability Jimmy Carter will get the Democratic nomination. 
Do you think that it is going to be a tough race because 
of the statement he made concerning ethnic purity? 

THe Presment. As I said a moment ago, I think a 
contest between myself and Jimmy Carter will be a very 
tough race. I always assume in any competitive situation, 
you know, if you prepare for the worst, the best will take 
care of itself. So, I assume it is going to be tough. 

Now, let me just make a comment or two about Jimmy 
Carter’s comment concerning ethnic purity. First, I would 
not under any circumstances use that term because that 
term doesn’t describe any of the policies that I have or 
any of the policies of my administration. 

Secondly, I have the job at the present time where I 
have to uphold the law. The Constitution says that we 
must give each and every individual an opportunity for 
quality education, for the opportunity to live and work 
where that individual wants to. I think that is a manda- 
tory prerogative in this country. The Supreme Court has 
said it; it hasn’t backed away from it. At the same time, 
I think we have to recognize that there is a great benefit 
of diversity in this country. Diversity is one of our 
strengths in America. 
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There is an old saying, you know, that the beauty of 
Joseph’s coat is its many colors, and that may be the 
strength of America. 


WHITE HOUSE STAFF 


Q. Mr. President, I was wondering if you have done 
anything to insure that the men on your White House 
staff cannot supersede the power of Haldeman or Ehrlich- 
man, and is your White House staff smaller or larger than 
that of President Nixon’s? 

THE PRESDENT. To answer the last question first, when 
I became President, as I recall the figures, there were 
roughly 540 employees on what we call the White House 
staff. That staff is now 485, so it is less than what it was 
under my predecessor’s guidance. 

Number two, my staff is first selected by me. So I know 
them, I know the kind of people they are and, secondly, 
there is no one boss. I exercise that power. And I have an 
excellent staff where there is a contribution by many and 
so no one person is going to have the kind of authority 
that I think contributed to the problem that existed and 
which ended in August, 1974. So, I think we have the 
kind of people, we have the kind of organization, and we 
have fewer of them, so we are in a lot better shape. 


REASONS FOR SUPPORTING PRESIDENT FORD 


Q. Mr. President, we appreciate your taking the time 
to be with us this afternoon and, as the concluding ques- 
tion I would like to ask about what you think makes you 
a better candidate for students to support? 

THE PreswenT. Well, I think students such as your- 
selves ought to take a look at the candidates and see which 
one has a proven record. And if you approve of that rec- 
ord—TI hope you will—I think students as well as other 
Americans ought to exercise their sacred privilege by 
voting for that person who has a record, who has experi- 
ence, who has achievement, and when I look—and I try 
to be objective—certainly the facts and figures justify 
it, we have done a first-class job in trying to achieve a 
successful, prosperous, and healthy economy. Nobody can 
doubt that, and that ought to be important to students. 

It is a proven record, and when you look at the fact that 
we took the responsibilities or the reins of government in 
August of 1974 when the world was uncertain, as well as 
many Americans, about the future of this country—and 
we have reestablished the best relationship that this coun- 
try has ever had with Japan, with the NATO countries in 
Western Europe, we have made more progress in the 
Middle East under this administration in settling the 
volatile, controversial, complex problems in that area 
where we have been able to get Arabs on the one hand 
and Israelis on the other, who have been fighting four or 
five wars in the last quarter of a century, we have been 
able to get Egypt and Israel to sit down and settle a Sinai 
II agreement. When I look around the world and see the 
progress we have made with allies, where we are trusted 


and where our adversaries respect us and where we have 
peace and the capability to keep it, if I were a young 
person, that is the kind of a record that would appeal to 
me. I hope it does. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 3:52 p.m. in Waco Hall at Baylor 
University. 


Waco, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at the Waco Suspension 
Bridge. April 29, 1976 


Mayor Smith, Senator Tower, Mr. Conger, all of you 
wonderful people of Waco: 
Let me express my appreciation for the opportunity to 
be here on this very historic occasion and to see so many 
friendly and hospitable faces. It is just a great occasion, 
despite this Michigan weather—not Texas weather. 
But it is nice to be here. And I am very proud of the 
fact that you in this great community have taken this 
fantastic bridge that I read a bit about before I got here— 
completed in 1870, a tremendous engineering project 
over 100 years ago—and to see it as we drove up and 
to be here as we stand now, I think is a tribute to your 
forefathers, their vision, their foresight to have something 
like this over this great river, the Brazos River. 
Now, let me say I want to compliment every one of 
you, because by seeing the beauty of this bridge and pre- 
serving it for future generations, making it a part of this 
great complex, you are developing out here—Indian Cen- 
ter Park, is it?—I think this generation of leaders, this 
generation of citizens in Waco deserve also congratula- 
tions and commendation. 
I thank you for the chance to be here. I thank you, Mr. 
Mayor and Mr. Conger. I am deeply grateful. Good luck, 
and God bless every one of you. 
Thank you very much. 
NOTE: The President spoke at 4:45 p.m. after turning the ceremonial 
shovel which broke ground cn the city’s Bicentennial restoration 
project, involving Waco Bridge. 

In his opening remarks, the President referred to M. A. Smith, 


mayor of Waco, and Roger Conger, chairman, Waco Bicentennial 
Commission. 


Waco, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Reception. April 29, 1976 


First, I want to thank Senator John Tower for the won- 
derful job that he has done as the chairman of the Prest- 
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dent Ford Committee for the great State of Texas. John, 
you have done as fine a job there as you have done as 
United States Senator for the State of Texas. 

Then I would like to express my deepest appreciation 
to these four fine people from your congressional district 
who are running to support me in this forthcoming elec- 
tion on May 1. I thank each and every one of you and, 
obviously, I wish you the very best. ; 

I had a wonderful experience here in Baylor—or in 
Waco, just in the last hour or two. I went over to Baylor 
University. They made an ex-Wolverine a Baylor Bear. 
[Laughter] You know, you didn’t treat us very well up 
there in Ann Arbor last fall. [Laughter] 

But it was a great game, and we are going to have—the 
game ended in a tie, I guess; that was about as thrilling a 
ballgame as we had. So, I want to thank all of you from 
Baylor and all of you from Waco for the hospitality and 
the friendliness and the very warm welcome that I have 
received. 

Now, let me take just a few minutes. I have had the 
privilege and pleasure to shake hands with a good many 
of you and wish you well and thank you for coming here. 
Within the next 48 hours, probably less, some very major 
decisions will be made here in the State of Texas. And 
those decisions, at least as far as the Republican Party is 
concerned, can be major decisions as to the future of this 
country. 

I am honored and privileged to be here in Waco and to 
present myself to you and to talk affirmatively about some 
of the things that we have done that I think have been 
constructive in the 20 months that I have had an oppor- 
tunity to be your President. 

Let me refresh your memory, if you will—boy, I can 
remember it—back in August of 1974. There was a great 
apprehension in this country following a very tragic and 
unfortunate situation. People were lacking in confidence 
in their Government in many respects. Around the world, 
our allies were apprehensive about future U.S. leadership. 
Our adversaries on a global basis were uncertain as to 
what they should do or what they could do. And at home 
we were faced, as all of you know, with roaring inflation 
at a rate of 12 to 14 percent, and we were right on the 
brink of the worst economic recession in 40 years. Then, 
almost instantaneously, we had unemployment soaring 
and employment plummeting. 

It took the best advice I could get and the strongest 
action that I could undertake to set this country on the 
right course domestically. I think when you look at what 
has happened and transpired, with inflation down from 
over 12 percent to less than 3 percent for the first 3 months 
of this year, a 75-percent reduction in the rate of inflation, 
and where you see employment going up and unemploy- 
ment going down, I think this administration can claim 
some credit and deserves a chance to give this great coun- 


try the same kind of policies in the years ahead for the 
next 4 years. 

Now let me take just a minute, if I might, to talk about 
where I think we are as a country with our military ca- 
pability and our foreign policy. There has been some crit- 
icism and, fortunately, in this country we can disagree 
without being disagreeable. We can have sharp differ- 
ences. I can have one judgment; somebody else can have 
the other. 

But when you are talking about national defense pol- 
icy—if I could take a minute or two to give you some 
credentials that I think are important, that I happen to 
have—in the 25 years that I served in the Congress, 14 of 
those years I was on what we call the Defense Subcom- 
mittee on Appropriations, which was a committee that 
from January to June or July spent 5 hours a day, 5 days 
a week interviewing, interrogating, investigating Secre- 
taries of Defense, chairmen of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
admirals and generals. 

They used to come and go like Greyhound buses before 
the committees. In a period of 14 years, I had some experi- 
ence in U.S. defense policy, U.S. defense programs, the 
procurement of weapons systems, what we were doing at 
home, and what we were doing abroad. 

Let me say that in my judgment, with the experience 
and with the advice-and counsel of the Secretary of De- 
fense and the current Joint Chiefs of Staff, the budget 
that I submitted to the Congress this year—a 14 percent- 
increase over last year, the biggest defense budget in the 
history of the United States—we will keep, if Congress 
goes along, our unsurpassed capability militarily to meet 
the challenge, to deter aggression, to protect our security, 
and maintain the peace. That is the kind of a defense 
capability we have and we are going to keep. 

Let me say, you have to judge a policy on the basis of 
whether it is successful or not. We were looking over the 


‘record the other day. I am the first President seeking 


election or reelection in the past 20 years who can go 
to the American people and say our policies have been so 
successful, the United States is at peace—confirm the 
policies that we have undertaken. 

Isn’t that the aim and objective—peace and the main- 
tenance of our precious freedom which we have today 
and we are going to keep tomorrow and every day in 
the future? 

Let me make a commitment to you. Since I became 
President, this has been our firm commitment with the 
American people: I would never promise anything that 
we can’t deliver, and we will deliver everything that we 
promise. 

I believe I have been the most effective President in 
challenging the Congress, which is controlled 2 to 1 by 
the liberal elements of the other political party. I vetoed 
48 bills, and 39 of them have been sustained. That is not 
a bad batting average in any league and with the sustain- 
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ing of those 39 bills, or those vetoes, we have saved the 
taxpayers of this country $13 billion. That is action. That 
is success. 

Another criteria by which you can judge the qualifica- 
tion of a President, I think, is whether he can act de- 
cisively and again act successfully. Just about a year ago, 
you may recall the Mayaguez incident, where some in- 
ternational bandits from Cambodia seized an American 
merchant vessel. This country, after proper warning, after 
seeking to get diplomatic success—I decided that the only 
way we could handle the matter was by affirmative, de- 
cisive, direct action. And we got the Mayaguez back, 
period. 

One final observation, if I might. As we look back for 
the first two centuries of this great country, in the first 100 
years of American history our Forefathers fought to get 
independence, and then they struggled hard to give us the 
kind of a government which is unmatched anywhere in 
the history of mankind. Maybe it is not perfect, but if you 
compare it with any other kind of government that has 
ever existed, I think we are darned proud of it. 

The second century of American history gave us, 
through our individual initiative and through the free 
enterprise system, the opportunity to make America the 
most dynamic industrial nation in the history of the world. 

But now it seems to me, as we enter our third century, 
we have to make sure that the rights of the individual— 
that means you and you and you and everybody else— 
must be protected, that the rights of the individual should 
be freer in this third century than in any other period or 
time in our history. 

That is what we want. That is what I will dedicate 
myself to for the next 4 years with your help and assist- 
ance. 


Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 5:34 p.m. in the Brazos Room at the 
Waco Civic Center. 


Waco, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Departure 
From James Connally Field. April 29, 1976 


ReEporTER. Mr. President, I understand today that you 
said that it was time for America to forget about Presi- 
dent Nixon. Are you going to continue that policy if you 
are reelected, too? 
THe Present. Well, Mr. Nixon is a private citizen. 
Q. If he goes to China again, would you want another 
report from him? 


Tue Preswent. Oh, well, I don’t anticipate that he 
will. 


Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 6:05 p.m. at James Connally Field, 
located on the Texas State Technical Institute campus. 


Dallas, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival 
at Love Field. April 29, 1976 


THE PRESENT. I want to congratulate you, Bob, for win- 
ning the great victory for mayorship of Dallas. And I con- 
gratulate you and wish you the very, very best in a very 
important responsibility, in handling the good affairs of 
the city of Dallas, and I know you will with great success, 

I do want to thank Tom Landry, who I have known for 
a good many years—and envied and respected, because I 
think Tom epitomizes the finest in American competitive 
athletics. It is nice to see both Tom and Mrs. Landry. 

Then it is nice tc see Mary Ellen. I have seen a lot of 
very beautiful young ladies in the State of Texas in the 
last 2 days, and it is nice to meet Miss Texas. Congratula- 
tions and best wishes to you. 

With those observations and comments, I would be 
delighted and pleased to answer any questions. 

May i say with the deepest gratitude, I am delighted to 
be here in Dallas and to be, at this time, with Mayor Bob 
Folsom. And I am delighted, of course, and highly hon- 
ored and pleased with the endorsement of Tom Landry 
for my candidacy for the nomination, as well as the Presi- 
dency of the United States, and thank you very, very 
much, Tom. 

I would be glad to answer any questions. 

Q. It has been said that you will ask Congress to repeal 
the Byrd amendment. Why did you wait so late to ask 
Congress to repeal, and what type of effect will it have on 


. other countries? Will you ask them to also buffer up the 


sanctions on that amendment? 

Tue Preswent. I think, first, you have to understand 
the factual situation. When I was in the House of Repre- 
sentatives as minority leader, when I became President, I 
have consistently believed that the overall benefits of the 
repeal of the Byrd amendment overcame any reasons to 
retain the Byrd amendment. So I haven’t changed my 
position. I have been consistent for a long, long time, and 
I hope and trust that the Congress will do so. 

Q. President Ford, you are reported as saying that the 
Nation will be better off as soon as it forgets Watergate. 
Do you think that is a self-serving statement since ob- 
viously the Republican Party will be better off as soon as 
the Nation forgets Watergate? 

THe Preswent. Well, I think that was a very unfor- 
tunate period in American history, a real tragedy, and I 
think we have more important things to think about in 
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the future than to be concerned and distraught by some 
of the problems that occurred in the past. 

As a personal matter, I think the record is very, very 
clear. When I was nominated for Vice President, 400 FBI 
agents spent better than a month checking my record 
from birth to my age, and they found nothing had any 
connection whatsoever with Watergate, nothing. And 
then two committees, one in the House and one in the 
Senate, investigated, interrogated me and came to the 
conclusion I had no connection whatsoever with Water- 
gate. 

Then the Senate and the House as a whole, by over- 
whelming votes, confirmed me, clearly indicating that in 
their opinion—and I want you to remember it was a 
Democratic Congress—overwhelmingly confirmed me by 
a substantial margin. So I think as far as I am personally 
concerned, I have no connection whatsoever with the 


‘Watergate period. 


Q. Mr. President, earlier today you said John Con- 
nally had good reasons to remain neutral in the primary. 
Could you tell us what those good reasons are? 

THE PrEsIvENT. I assume since John, who is a very 
good friend of mine, has decided not to endorse me or to 
endorse my opponent, he had good reasons. I think you 
will have to ask him for the reasons that he has not en- 
dorsed either me or my opponent. 

Q. Does the addition of Coach Landry indicate any 
last-minute change in his strategy? [Laughter] 

THe PresiweNnt. Well, I have known Coach Landry 
and respected him, not only as an outstanding football 
player but probably one of the outstanding coaches in the 
national professional league in the history of that league. 
So I feel very, very fortunate that a man of that stature, 
aman of that great respect in Texas, as well as elsewhere, 
has endorsed me. I am just very grateful. 

Q. Mr. President, earlier today you said you could con- 
firm the gist of the Woodward-Bernstein book, “The Final 
Days.” I wonder if your confirmation includes such things 
as the characterization and description of your Secretary 
of State and his relationship with the former President? 
It described Mr. Kissinger as despising the former Presi- 
dent and working with him anyhow. 

THE Present. Well, the investigation by the FBI of 
my record, the investigation by the two committees in the 
Congress—the House and the Senate—involved me and 
my record, and they found that I passed the test without 
any problem. They didn’t get into the relationship of other 
individuals to anybody else in the administration. 

Q. So in confirming that the gist of the book was true, 
you are not confirming that particular 

THe Preswent. No, I was only confirming my per- 
sonal experiences in those latter days and, as far as I had 
any personal observations, and personal connections, it 
was strictly a business relationship where the President 
told me at one time that he was going to step aside, and it 
was strictly a man-to-man conversation. 





Q. So far, have you been pleased with Kissinger’s out- 
come of his trip in Africa? 

Tue Preswent. Yes, I think that Secretary Kissinger 
has gone there, at my direction, one, to reaffirm this coun- 
try’s belief in the right of self-determination of any coun- 
try, including the United States—that, of course, is how 
we became a country—and secondly, that under any and 
all circumstances this country stands for the full protec- 
tion of minority rights. 

At the same time, the Secretary has clearly stated to all 
of Africa that the United States does not believe that any 
foreign powers outside of Africa should seek to dominate 
Africa. Africa should grow and prosper and strengthen 
itself by its own efforts, with the broad help and assistance 
of a number of more developed nations of the world. So 
the Secretary has carried out my directives, and I think our 
relationship with the nations of Africa have been consider- 
ably enhanced. 

Reporter. Thank you. 

Tue Presipent. Thank you very, very much. It is nice 
to see you. It is great to be back in Dallas. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 7:09 p.m. 


Dallas, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at the North Park Mall 
Shopping Center. April 29, 1976 


Roy Nasher, Mrs. Nasher, my good friend Senator John 
Tower, your fine Mayor, Bob Folsom, “Miss Texas”, 
Mary Ellen Richardson, ladies and gentlemen: 

I am honored and privileged to be here in the North 
Park Mall and to have an opportunity to speak directly to 
so many of you from the great city of Dallas. 

But before we go any further, as a former football player 
a good many years ago, I know how much a winning team 
depends on a great coach. And here in Dallas, you have 
one of the greatest coaches in the history of football. You 
all know who I am talking about—Tom Landry of the 
Dallas Cowboys. 

Yesterday, Tom Landry announced his support for my 
campaign. And all I can say to Tom is, with his help and 
the help of many, many more concerned Texans like him, 
we are going to win on Saturday, May 1. But we are not 
only going to win on Saturday, May 1, here in Texas. We 
are going to win in Kansas City; we are going to win 
November 2, and go right on winning for America for the 
next century. 

When I became President about 21 months ago, our 
great country, the United States of America, was faced 
with some very serious concerns—runaway inflation and 
a recession both threatened our economic strength and 
the stability of America, international tensions threatened 
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the peace in many, many areas of the world; a crisis of 
confidence in our own Government and in the basic in- 
stitutions of our society threatened the promise of a 200- 
year American experience. It was a bleak, depressing 
picture. It was a time that called for strong, affirmative 
action. 

Twenty-one months later, the results are there for all 
Americans to take pride in and for all the world to note. 
Our national economy in the United States is growing 
stronger and stronger, more prosperous and more prosper- 
ous every day. Both the business community and your own 
family can plan ahead with a new-found certainty and a 
new-found security. The economic indicators are pointing 
day after day after day to better and better news as far as 
this country is concerned. 

Almost every segment of our society, of our economy is 
rebounding in a strong, dynamic, encouraging way. We 
are on the road to a new prosperity in America, and we 
are not going to be sidetracked now by anybody, period. 

Let me point out a few of the facts and factors that 
make this country strong and our future great. Employ- 
ment has gone up—86,700,000 Americans are working 
today, and that means more Americans are gainfully em- 
ployed right now than ever before in the history of the 
United States. It also means that we have gained over 
2,600,000 jobs in the last 12 months, and this is progress 
by any standard. 

Unemployment, it is going down—not as fast as I would 
like, but it is moving again in the right direction. And I 
am not going to let up in fighting this unemployment prob- 
lem until every American who wants a job can find a job. 
That is what we want. 

During 1974, inflation was raging at an annual rate of 
more than 12 percent. But the Department of Com- 
merce—and this is the best news we have gotten—an- 
nounced just last week that the Consumer Price Index 
rose at an annual rate, for the first 3 months of 1976, at 
the lowest rate in 4 years—less than 3 percent. We have 
cut the rate of inflation in the last 20 months 75 percent, 
and that is progress, and we are going to make some more. 

But what is more encouraging is that the consumer 
sentiment index—how you and your family and your 
neighbors look at the future—is double that of a year ago. 
Real earnings for the average American worker have risen 
significantly, well above the rate of inflation, and that 
means that your purchasing power is on the increase. 

We have achieved this economic recovery through the 
commonsense steps that I initiated at the outset of the 
recession—tax cuts for individuals, tax incentives for husi- 
ness expansion and job production, and extended income 
cushions for those unfortunate Americans that were out of 
work. The price of America’s economic recovery was not a 
new round of double-digit inflation; it was not another 
frustrating experience with wage and price controls, nor 


was it billions and billions and billions of extra dollars from 
the Federal taxpayers. 

I think you know where I stand on the question of un- 
necessary Federal spending. As Senator Tower knows, I 
vetoed 48 bills since becoming President—and I want you 
to listen to this because it is very critical—in 20 months, 
I vetoed 48 bills sent to me by an irresponsible Congress, 
and I vetoed those bills because I knew they were wrong. 
And the Congress of the United States has sustained 39 
out of those 48 bills that I vetoed, and the net result—and 
this is what is meaningful to all of you—we have saved 
$13 billion by those vetoes. Let me add a postscript, if I 
might. I will continue to veto those extravagant spending 
bills again and again and again and again. 

As I look around this wonderful audience and see hus- 
bands and wives and wonderful citizens from the great 
city of Dallas, I know that each and everyone of you has 
to keep your own financial house in order. You have every 
right to expect that the Congress of the United States will 
do exactly the same thing with the Federal Government, 
and if they don’t, you know what to do November 2. 

Now, if we can hold the line on Federal spending, if we 
can keep the budget busters in the Congress under con- 
trol, let me make you a promise, a promise that I will keep 
during the next 4 years. If we can keep the budget busters 
in Congress under control, with your help we will give 
you another major tax decrease within the next 2 years. 

In order for us to have the kind of economy that we 
want, I think we have to get tax reduction; we have to 
have a holddown on the rate of growth of Federal spend- 
ing. What does this mean? It means more jobs for more 
Americans. And I want those jobs to be in the private 
sector, where you who work have a permanency, an incen- 
tive. And we all know that five out of six jobs in this coun- 
try are in the private sector. Those kinds of jobs give you a 
pride with the paycheck. We want a sustained economy 
in America not only a goal for each of you, but a goal for 
this country. 

But economic progress is not the only progress that we 
have made. Today, America is at peace. Today, there are 
no Americans fighting in any place in the world whatso- 
ever, and I will keep it that way. 

I believe firmly in peace through strength. We will 
stand tall and strong and keep our powder dry so the 
United States can negotiate from a position that com- 
mands respect and invites cooperation from our adver- 
saries. 

I have taken firm, firm steps to insure that our al- 
liances are strong, our commitments are worthwhile, and 
our defenses are without equal. I have proposed the two 
largest defense budgets in the history of the United States, 
reversing a trend: that was reducing our defense expendi- 
tures year by year to levels that were dangerously low. 

The price of our national defense may be high—but 
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let me speak very personally to each and every one of 
you——the price of freedom is one Americans have always 
been willing to pay in blood, in sacrifice, and in treasure. 
We are no less willing to pay that price in America today 
to keep our Nation secure. 

But America’s security rests more than on armaments 
alone. Our ultimate strength is the spirit, the love of free- 
dom, the pursuit of justice, the commitment to progress 
which Americans have shared for 200 years. 

We live in a nation that is the envy of the world and, 
frankly, I am darned sick and tired of hearing from some 
people that America is on the downgrade. It isn’t true. I 
believe in America, as you do. I believe in its strength, 
as you do. I believe in its purpose, as you do. I believe in 
its goodness, as you do. Most of all, we believe in what 
we stand for. We can be proud, we can be proud that we 
are Americans, and we are proud of America. 

Working together, you and I, we can look to an even 
brighter future for our children and their children. We can 
see an America in which all men and women live in dig- 
nity, in security, in harmony, and in peace. We can see 
people taking pride in their work and finding pleasure and 
purpose in their lives. 

We can see an America in which government is the 
capable servant, not the master of its people. We can see 
an America which cherishes those wonderful old values of 
honesty, compassion, determination, and courage. We can 
see an America in which those great dreams that we have 
all had will come true. 

That is my goal. That is why I am asking for your sup- 
port in the challenging years ahead, so that I may have an 
opportunity to serve each and every one of you with 
strength, with support, with dignity, and success. 

I thank you very, very much. 
noTE: The President spoke at 8:10 p.m. In his opening remarks, he 


referred to Mr. and Mrs. Roy Nasher, owners of the North Park 
Shopping Mall. 


Dallas, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at a Public Forum Sponsored by the Dallas 
Chamber of Commerce. April 30, 1976 


Tue Presivent. Ed, Senator Tower, Mayor Folsom, Russ 
Perry, Tom Unis, Tom Landry, our distinguished guests, 
ladies and gentlemen: 

It is a great privilege and a very high honor for me to 
have the opportunity of participating in this meeting of 
the Dallas Chamber of Commerce. Many of you may have 
been in the audience a few weeks ago when I spoke to the 
SMU Business Management Seminar at the Fairmont 
Hotel. If you were, you know that I am pretty optimistic 


about the economic recovery underway in the United 
States today. 

Furthermore, there has been more and more and more 
good economic news compared to last year and I am 
reading about it more and more and, frankly, liking it 
better and better. And, I think, so are 215 million other 
Americans. 

With the help of some very commonsense, down-to- 
earth policies that I initiated at the opening of the reces- 
sion—such as policies for tax cuts for individuals, tax in- 
centives for business expansion and job production, and 
extended assistance for those Americans who lost their jobs 
during the recession—the American people today are 
working their way back to prosperity after the worst re- 
cession in 40 years. 

We are celebrating our Bicentennial Year with more 
cause for hope, more reasonable expectations of economic 
progress than even the optimists would have dared to 
imagine just a few short months ago. It is very encourag- 
ing to know, as we look back over the past 12 months, that 
sity and the American private enterprise system did not 
the American people did not panic in the face of adver- 
fail to respond to one of its greatest and most complex 
problems. For that, some 215 million Americans—in- 
cluding all of you in the Dallas area—have my congratu- 
lations and my thanks and appreciation. 

As I indicated a few moments ago, every week now we 
are hearing more and more good economic news. Just 
last week it was announced that the gross national product 
for the first quarter of 1976 rose at an annual rate of 714 
percent. The Consumer Price Index for the first quarter 
of this year rose at the annual rate of only 2.9 percent, 
the lowest rate of inflation since the summer of 1972. 

Eighty-six million, seven hundred thousand Americans 
are today at work, and that means more Americans are 
gainfully employed in March of 1976 than ever before 
in the history of the United States. Considering where we 
started from, I would say that is a pretty good comeback. 

New factory orders in February totaled over $90 bil- 
lion, and new orders for durable goods in March increased 
by a very impressive 6.5 percent over the previous month. 
Real earnings for the average American have increased 
very significantly in recent months. The index of con- 
sumer confidence, which is a vital criteria by which we 
judge the future, is double what it was a year ago. 

The list could go on and on but even good economic 
statistics get boring after a while. 

But let me emphasize one thing: These statistics are 
not political fiction; they are hard economic facts, and 
they are pointing us on the road to a new prosperity in the 
United States of America. 

Now there are some politicians—who shall be name- 
less, I hope, and winless tomorrow—[ Laughter]—who 
say that the economic recovery isn’t real. They say it is an 
election year illusion and the roof is going to fall in after 
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the election in November. But the truth is that this re- 
covery is not based on any Government-imposed wage and 
price controls or make-work Government employment 
jobs or massive new Government spending. 

I have consistently and firmly, and I think construc- 
tively, fought attempts by the Congress to impose on our 
wonderful economic system such quick-fix gimmicks. In 
fact, over the last 20 months, I have vetoed 48 bills sent 
to me by the Congress. Forty of those vetoes have been 
sustained and those 40 vetoes will save the American tax- 
payers $13 billion. 

I think it ought to be mentioned, in addition, that some 
of those vetoes which J sent back to the House and the 
Senate, they knew in advance they couldn’t override so 
they never brought them up. And let me mention one of 
those vetoes which, I think, is of some interest here that 
falls in that category. And it is the veto of the common 
situs picketing bill, which I was very happy to veto about 6 
months ago. 

I think the record is very clear. I am committed to hold- 
ing Federal spending to the lowest possible levels. With 
your help we can achieve a balanced budget in fiscal year 
1979 and I will veto in the future any of the additional 
spending bills that the Congress sends me. I will veto 
them again and again and again and I hope in the process 
the Congress will learn what they can do and what they 
can’t do. 

When you come right down to it, I think, we can 
honestly say that this recovery is not based on the shift- 
ing sands of political expediency but on the solid rock of 
the American free enterprise system. And that is the reason 
that our good economic news will last in the future beyond 
this election, and we expect for many, many years to come. 

The first thing that we must do is to realize that the 
serious problems that have plagued our economy for 
years cannot be solved overnight. Despite what some poli- 
ticians say or would have us believe, there are no quick 
fixes, no magic potion, no easy answers to the complex 
problems of the world’s most dynamic and the most com- 
plex economic system. 

The best estimates are that we will need 18 to 19 million 
new jobs in America within the next 10 years and the 
vast majority of these jobs must come from the private 
sector. The facts are that 5 out of 6 jobs in America today 
are in the private sector and in order to give these 18 or 
19 million young people, primarily, a job opportunity, 
we have to give the private sector the greatest incentives 
that we possibly can and that is what this administration 
has done and will continue to do for the next 4 months. 

The American businessmen—you are the best job- 
makers in the history of this country and the challenge 
of the future is greater than any one of us have faced 
before. 

I happen to have with me a copy of the Humphrey- 
Hawkins bill, supported by all but one of the opposition 
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candidates. It is not the answer, and I can assure you 
that I will oppose it all the way because it is the wrong 
direction for the American economy to go. 

By conservative estimates, we will need at least $4 tril- 
lion in new capital investments over the next 10 years, in- 
cluding a trillion dollars for energy development itself to 
keep pace of a strong and growing economy in America. 
Increasing government control, increasing government 
taxes, increasing government spending, will not solve the 
long-range problems of the American economy; they 
would only add to the problems that we have today. 

What we really need in the future, and what I propose 
for the future, is a major revitalization of personal initia- 
tive and private investment in America. This initiative, 
this investment, this freedom is what made America great 
in the first place, not a bureaucracy-bound Government 
in the Nation’s Capital. And it is this freedom that will 
make America greater still in the third century of our 
independence. 

This is what you want and what I want, and this is 
what we have to fight for together. 

Thank you very much, and now I will be delighted to 
answer any of your questions. 


QUESTIONS 


DEREGULATION OF NATURAL GAS 


Q. Mr. President, would you comment on the pros- 
pects of deregulation of natural gas in the current session 
of Congress? 

THE Present. As most of you know, in January of 
1975 when I submitted to the Congress and to the Amer- 
ican people my State of the Union Message, I included 
my recommendations for the deregulation of domestic oil 
production by April 1 and the immediate deregulation of 
new natural gas. 

Earlier this year, over a year later, the United States 
Senate passed a modified version of what I proposed. I 


_ wanted total deregulation of new natural gas but they 


passed a bill that I supported because it was the best we 
could get through the Senate—the Bentsen-Pearson bill— 
that would be acceptable. We made a massive effort to 
try and get the House of Representatives to go along with 
a comparable piece of legislation, a bill sponsored by Rep- 
resentative Krueger of Texas. 

We supported that. Again, it wasn’t perfect but it was 
a major step in alleviating the current situation, Trag- 
ically, it lost by three or four votes in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the House substituting a Smith bill which was 
a step backward rather than a step forward. 

So, we are now at an impasse—a Senate bill which 
I support and a House bill which I oppose. We are try- 
ing to find a way to mesh them to find a compromise, but 
I have to be honest with you and say that the House bill 
is so bad I see no possibility of getting affirmative action. 
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The sad part is, we lost by 206 to 203 as I recall—un- 
believable. So, the prospects right now are not encour- 
aging. It is a sad and tragic situation but we are going to 
keep putting the pressure on. 

I don’t understand people who want to continue what 
we have had, which is the regulation of interstate trans- 
mission of natural gas. We have got to do something to 
provide an incentive and, if so, we have to get rid of 
regulation. 

I pledge to you, as I have tried since I have been Presi- 
dent, to try and get rid of that legislation which hamstrings 
us, Which hurts us. But right now the prospects are not 
encouraging. We have to get some new faces in the Con- 
gress, that is the problem. 


SMALL BUSINESS 


Q. Mr. President, we strongly believe in this private 
sector initiative you are talking about. Our company is 
owned by 56 Dallas banks and corporations and we are 
in the business of helping small businesses. We have helped 
a young man in a wheelchair expand his business with 
financial assistance. We helped create the fifth largest 
black-owned business here in Dallas. We have helped 
create the first Spanish language radio station owned here 
in Dallas. We have done a job that has been recognized 
nationally. 

Senator Tower is well aware of what we are doing. 
Russ Perry sits on our board; Dick Gallon of American 
Petrocena. 

Unfortunately, we are regulated by the Small Busi- 
ness Administration, Mr. President, and for 6 years those 
regulations have hampered our ability, and in the last few 
months the trend has been worse. 

I was on Capitol Hill 3 weeks ago testifying on Senator 
Tower’s bill, which the SBA opposed. 

My question is simply this, sir: [Laughter] By way of 
background, for 18 months we have attempted to bring 
this to your attention through ordinary channels, and I 
appreciate the opportunity to do it now. Can we visit 
with you, or will you take some initiative to help us in the 
private sector operate efficiently and economically to do 
this job and work within the confines of the free enter- 
prise system and not be hampered by the Small Business 
Administration? 

Tue Preswent. To be honest with you, I don’t under- 
stand why SBA should be hampering and hurting your 
efforts along the lines that you suggested. I must admit, 
I was not familiar with the request that you had to discuss 
this matter with me. 

I am going to be spending all day with John Tower and 
if Senator Tower’s bill achieves or accomplishes what you 
suggest, I certainly will talk in depth with John Tower 
about it during the day and I have nothing but the highest 
respect for John Tower in the legislation he opposes or 
Sponsors. 


So, you will have an effective voice with me all day long 
and we will find out what is the problem, and we will try 
to do something about it. 


MANDATORY RETIREMENT AGE 


Q. Mr. President, on your 62d birthday, I sent you a 
letter congratulating you for being such an outstanding 
example for people who are in their sixties. [Laughter] 

Tue Preswent. You don’t have to remind me of that. 
[Laughter] 

Q. But I do. You are running for reelection and if you 
win, look forward to a nice term without any thought of 
people asking you to retire in the next 2 or 3 years because 
you will be 65. So, that is my question. 

Has any thought been given to the idea of extending 
the mandatory retirement age in the business sector to 
perhaps 68 instead of 65? Mandatory, I say, because there 
are some who look forward to 65 and retirement but there 
are some who are, as the senior citizenry becomes more 
physically fit, not only disappointed but they have nothing 
to look forward to but retirement and social security. 

This brings me to the point. If there were an extension 
that way, there would be 3 years where that sector of the 
population would still be paying into social security instead 
of taking away from it, and at the end of that 3 years they 
would have turned back a maximum salary into the econ- 
omy instead of the minimum of the social security per- 
cents. 

Tue Presment. I don’t believe the Federal Govern- 
ment ought to decide what the private sector wants to do 
about retirement. If a business organization has individ- 
uals over 65 that can contribute significantly to their oper- 
ation, I don’t think Uncle Sam ought to tell them those 
individuals can’t work for that company. 

That is again an illustration of what the Federal Gov- 
ernment ought to do, and I oppose that kind of interfer- 
ence in this area just like I have traditionally over 27 or 28 
years of public life. I vigorously oppose the Federal Gov- 
ernment telling businessmen at one level or another that 
they should do this or not do that. For the Federal Govern- 
ment to tell people they have to, on a mandatory basis, 
retire at 65, I think, is ridiculous. 

I feel great at 62 and I expect to feel great at 66 or 68, 
and I don’t expect to retire on January 20. [Laughter] 


U.S. FOREIGN POLICY 


Q. Mr. President, my question concerns détente. Rus- 
sia’s stated objective is to bury us. Their system doesn’t 
work and we continue to bail them out. They couldn’t 
feed their people in 1973 and 1974 and we bailed them 
out by selling them grain. We furnish them with tech- 
nology to help them close the gap. We need oil and they 
won’t sell it to us. It seems like to me this is a one-way 
street. Would you comment on this? 
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Tue PreswenT. For a period of 25 years or there- 
abouts, we had a policy in this country, under Demo- 
cratic as well as Republican Presidents, of a cold war, 
both with the Soviet Union and with the People’s 
Republic of China. And during that span of time two 
things happened: We had the war in Korea, we had the 
war in Vietnam and, in addition, both of those econo- 
mies, despite our cold war attitude, improved their eco- 
nomic status. Obviously, that policy didn’t prevent war 
and it didn’t prevent them from increasing their 
capability. 

It seems to me that a policy of negotiation is infinitely 
better than confrontation, and I think we can point to 
some success in that regard. 


Number one, by being able to talk and to negotiate, the 
United States has had a very, very successful effort in 
the Middle East. Because we were not confronting the 
Soviet Union but we were able to work with the Arabs 
on the one hand and the Israelis on the other—and I 
know something personally about that—both of them 
trusted us, we were able to make significant headway in 
the progress toward a permanent and a fair and equitable 
settlement in that very controversial area of the world. 

Now if we had been in the cold war situation that 
existed for 25 years, the United States couldn’t have 
moved into the Middle East and worked out the Sinai 
agreement, which is a major step forward, because the 
Soviet Union would have confronted us as they had over 
a period of 25 years. 


So it is my judgment, using one example after another, 
that if we are willing to negotiate, not giving up any- 
thing that involves our own national security, it is a lot 
better than going through the kind of tragedy that we 
had over a 25-year cold war period. It just makes more 
sense. And I deny anybody to say that the United States 
has given up anything that involved our national security 
as far as the Soviet Union is concerned, except Angola, 
and that wasn’t my fault—that was the problem of the 
Congress that turned us down. 


TAFT-HARTLEY ACT 


Q. Mr. President, I am vice president and general 
counsel of Texas Instruments. My question this morning 
is in the event Congress were to enact legislation re- 
pealing section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley Act which, 
as you know, would eliminate the Texas right to work 
law, would you invoke your power of veto on such 
legislation? 

Tue Present. I certainly would. Ever since I was 
sworn in to the Congress on January 3, 1949, I have 
consistently taken the position that section 14(b) must 
be a part of our labor-management legislation. That is 
not so easy in a State like Michigan. [Laughter] 

Q. That is right. 


THE Present. It is a lot more difficult than to 
say it down here in Texas. 

Q. I used to live there. 

THE Present. In the congressional district I re 
resented, there were 35,000 UAW-CIO-AFL families, 
and I took that issue to them every time for 13 elections, 
and I would not then and I will not now approve of the 
removal of section 14(b) from the Taft-Hartley or 
labor-management acts. 


FEDERAL AID TO CITIES 


Q. Mr. President, the New York City financial situa- 
tion, that concerns us all, and we would like to have your 
views on the appropriate role and responsibility of the 
Federal Government in meeting potential situations such 
as New York City and other cities. 

THE PreswenT. Let me say that the Congress has 
passed two pieces of legislation that I think will handle 
present and future problems where cities, through bad 
management, get into serious financial difficulties. 

Number one, I recommended to the Congress that we 
amend the bankruptcy act so that if a city mishandles 
its financial affairs, it can go into bankruptcy just like 
a poorly managed company or a poorly managed individ- 
ual in the handling of his or her or that company’s finan- 
cial affairs. 

Believe me, that is a deterrent as far as cities are con- 
cerned because they don’t like to go into bankruptcy 
and I think it is sort of a roadblock to them. 

Secondly, what we had to do—and I think wisely so— 
in the New York City situation was to make New York, 
after a struggle of some 6 months, to pull itself up by its 
bootstraps. 

Now they have taken certain actions to put a ceiling 
on future pay increases, to get revision in their pension 
contracts with their employees, which were way out of 
line; to get some of the creditors to hold back and to make 
some modification on the interest payments that were to 
be made by the city for those security holders. 

They have taken some drastic action, including the 
State of New York putting more money up to help and 
assist them. They are going to modify the no tuition situ- 
ation for the city university. They have done a lot of 
things. 

The only problem they had after they had pulled 
themselves up by their bootstraps was a cash-flow prob- 
lem, and I suspect some of you businessmen know a little 
bit about the cash-flow problem. We finally agreed—and 
I think wisely so—and let me tell you why—that they do 
borrow from us on an interim basis with the agreement 
they would pay us 1 percent over what our borrowing 
cost would be. 

They borrowed money for the first 2 or 3 months. They 
have paid their first payment back and they have to pay 
everything back by June 30. They paid us back $270 mil- 
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lion, and they paid us back $5 million in interest. So, it is 
a good deal for the Federal Government. They bailed 
themselves out. We are loaning them temporary money 
and they are paying us interest on it, and Uncle Sam made 
$5 million. That is not a bad deal for us. 


LABOR UNIONS 


Q. Mr. President, my question is simply this: You have 
a reputation for being an equitable person, and I would 
like to ask you if you agree that, from an equity point of 
view, labor unions should be subject to the same antitrust 
laws as business, no more, no less? 

Tue Present. The proposition has been raised that 
the antitrust law should be applicable to labor organiza- 
tions. There is a great deal of controversy on it. There are 
many people in the business community who don’t be- 
lieve that is the right way to approach the situation. 

I personally feel that this whole matter ought to be re- 
viewed in the light of the expansion of a number of our 
labor organizations and the powers that they now seem 
to have in the economic field. 

I would hope that such a study and analysis on an up- 
dated basis would be understaken both by the executive 
branch and the Congress. We can’t just have the views of 
the past as we meet the problems of the future. But, it is 
not unanimous in the business community that that should 
be done. 


So, we ought to get the best mind in both management, 
as well as labor, and take a look at it from the point of 
view of the executive as well as the Congress. As long as 
I feel that way, I don’t think I should prejudge the de- 
cisionmaking. But, I would like to remind the people here 
that I have strongly supported the Taft-Hartley Act. I 
have strongly supported those who would fight repeal. I 
strongly support the improvements that were made in 
1958 of the Landrum-Griffin bill. 

So, my views are not any great sympathy for some of the 
things that I see done by major unions. I think we ought 
to take into consideration the diversity of views even in 
the business community, and we will by such an under- 
taking. 

ANTITRUST LEGISLATION 


Q. Mr. President, I understand that recently you wrote 
to Minority Leader John Rhodes objecting to the so-called 
parens patriae concept in antitrust legislation which would 
allow State attorneys general to bring large, terribly dam- 
aging lawsuits on behalf of the residents in their States. 
You said that parens patriae was properly a matter for 
State legislatures rather than for Federal legislation. My 
question is, do you still hold that view? 

Tue Present. I strongly feel that the Federal Gov- 
€rnment should not turn over the prosecution responsibil- 
ities to State attorneys in 50 States. I think if there are 
Violations of our antitrust laws, the prosecution ought to 


be undertaken by the Department of Justice. I don’t think 
we should at the Federal level give this responsibility to a 
State official who can or cannot use it for his own po- 
litical benefit. 

I think that the Federal Government ought to assume 
the responsibility and not turn such a major responsibility 
over to State officials. I think that is a wrong concept and 
what I said to Congressman John Rhodes I reiterate here 
today . 

Q. Would you veto that kind of legislation? 

Tue Presivent. If that came down as its sole or par- 
ticular provision. But I think we have to recognize that 
that provision is a part of a number of proposed changes 
in antitrust legislation. I can assure you that if it comes 
down separately, there is no question about it. We will 
have to take a look at it when it comes down in a 50-page 
or a 25-page overall provision. 

But my efforts right now are to get the House and the 
Senate to oppose and not to include that in any overall 
antitrust revision, and we were quite successful in the 
House. Now the matter is before the United States Senate. 


FEDERAL REGULATION OF BUSINESS 


Q. My question, sir, is what positive steps do you con- 
template taking to continue your policy of less regulation 
of business by the Federal Government? 

Tue Preswent. I have had three meetings with the 
top people on the various regulatory commissions. I think 
there are 11 of these regulatory commissions—ICC, FCC, 
FTC, et cetera. In each case, well, in the first case, I said 
that this administration’s aim and objective was to get 
those commissions to do something affirmatively on their 
own to reduce their regulations and to eliminate many of 
the obsolete or obsolescent rules and regulations that they 
have. 

I told them that I wanted within the next 6 months, as 
I recall, a report, and I would meet with them again. Just 
about 3 weeks ago I met with the chairman and the second 
ranking member of each of those commissions and I got 
a report from them. It is not as good as I would have 
liked, but it is progress. 

I again instructed them that I wanted some additional 
progress in their efforts to do what they could to eliminate 
some of these out-of-date rules and regulations. 

Secondly, I met with the Democratic and Republican 
leadership of the Congress and urged them in the Congress 
to work with me to amend or eliminate some of the legis- 
lation that is on the statute books which mandates that the 
executive branch do this or do that or this. 

The Congress has to cooperate and, in addition, we 
have worked with the Office of Management and Budget 
to get them to get the various agencies of the Federal 
Government to eliminate 10 percent by July 1 the paper- 
work that all departments require of citizens and business 
throughout the country. 
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I got an interim report about a month ago and actually 
there has been a reduction of 4 to 5 percent since I gave 
the order that there be a reduction and by July 1. We are 
going to make certain that there be that 10 percent reduc- 
tion in the paperwork that is thrust upon the American 
society. 

Now in addition, I have met with the Cabinet because 
many of the departments issue regulations that I think 
are unnecessary and can be eliminated, and we are getting 
periodic reports from the department. We are making 
headway. It is not as much as I would like, but everybody 
in the Federal Government, in a position of responsibility, 
knows what my view is and they better perform. 

Q. Mr. President, this will be the last question. 

THE PRESIDENT. Can we have two more? 


PANAMA CANAL NEGOTIATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, very recently Ambassador Ellsworth 
Bunker has testified to a committee of Congress that he 
had written instructions from you to negotiate on the 
Panama Canal and to turn over jurisdiction to the Pana- 
manian Government, in about 3 years, the Panama Canal 
zone. 

My question is this: In view of the fact that most of us 
Texans—and I think most Americans—don’t want to see 
us give up the Panama Canal because it is very important 
to our defense all over the world essentially, I would like 
to ask you, can you give us any assurance that you won’t 
allow the Panama Canal to slip away from us? After all, 
the American people bought the Canal zone, they built 
the Canal, they keep it up, and it is the only way that 
Soviet Russia will not have control of another very im- 
portant waterway in the world. 

THE PRESENT. Let me assure you that this adminis- 
tration will under no circumstances give up any right of 
transit, any national security interest as far as the Panama 
Canal is concerned. But I want to straighten out the record 
concerning several things. 

The 1903 treaty with Panama is quite a different treaty 
from, for example, the purchase of the Louisiana Territory 
or the purchase of Alaska. I was asked the question down 
at Baylor University yesterday, the young man said, ““The 
Panama Canal brings us great revenue.” 

Well, that is completely and totally inaccurate because 
at the time of the first treaty, the United States agreed to 
pay $250,000 a year for the right to use that territory, 
not in a sovereign way, but the right to use that territory 
10 miles wide and 51 miles long for the construction and 
operation of the Canal. 

Let me say another thing, that I had to correct the 
record for this young man, was that that treaty has been 
revised a number of times, including the increase in the 
compensation that the United States pays Panama for 
the use of their land from $250,000 a year. Today we pay 
Panama $2,500,000 a year. 


So, that treaty that was initially signed in 1903 has been 
amended a number of times. But let me say that follow. 
ing the bloodshed of 1964, a great Texan—and I didn’t 
always agree with him, I suspect many of you didn’t— 
decided it was in the best interest of the United States to 
negotiate in order to avoid bloodshed in the future, in 
order to avoid antagonizing 25 South American and Latin 
American nations, including your border neighbor Mex- 
ico, and 309 million Latin Americans and South Amer. 
icans and to permit that Canal to be operated in perpetuity 
as long as it is a viable economic method of transporta- 
tion. 


He decided that negotiation was a lot smarter than 
having all of these other things take place. We negotiated 
from 1965 right until the present time and any treaty that 
is signed will be of a maturity date 40, probably 50 years, 
which means 25 years in the next century when the size 
of that Canal, the usability of that Canal, the economic 
viability of that Canal could be quite different from what 
it is today. 

It will be over 100-some years old and the transporta- 
tion capabilities for the use of that Canal could be quite 
different from what they are today. So, what makes sense 
to me and makes sense to two of my predecessors, that 
during the term of that 50-year treaty we, the United 
States, have the capability and the responsibility to defend 
it, to operate it, and to maintain it. 

I think that is a responsible position to take and that we 
are guaranteed after the end of a 50-year treaty the right 
for us and for all nations to use that Canal. I think that is 
a responsible position and as my opponent has said, he be- 
lives we ought to stop negotiations. I think that is com- 
plete and total irresponsibility because it will inevitably 
lead to bloodshed, it will inevitably lead to guerrilla action 
that will stop the use of the Canal now and inevitably it 
will antagonize our friends and neighbors below the bor- 
der. I think a better policy is to do what we are doing— 
negotiating. And, it is a policy that will protect our in- 
terest. And this President will never do anything to in- 
jure, harm our overall national interest in the Panama 
Canal. 


AMERICA’S DEFENSE CAPABILITIES 


Q. Mr. President, I am a student, I am in the student 
executive assistance program sponsored by the Chamber 
of Commerce and the DISD. My question is, do you think 
our military power is at its best level to fully protect our 
Nation and, if not, do you plan to increase our national 
budget to do this in case of a national crisis? 

Tue Present. I have already taken the action in 
1975 and again in 1976 to recommend to the Congress 
the necessary funding to make sure, not only last year but 
this year and the years ahead, that the defense capability 
of the United States is fully adequate to meet any chal- 
lenges from abroad. 
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I recommended a year ago the biggest defense budget 
in the history of the United States and I recommended 
this year again the largest military budget in the history 
of the United States—a 14-percent increase over the one 
of last year. 

Now let me take a minute, if I might, to discuss this 
overall problem. 

For the last 10 years the Congress has cut $50 billion 
from various Presidents’ national defense budget recom- 
mendation, and the net result is that there has been a de- 
cline in the spending on a real dollar basis by the United 
States for our Army, our Navy, our Air Force, and 
Marines. 

When I became President, as I indicated a moment ago, 
in the first budget that I submitted I tried to reverse that 
trend, and the budget that I submitted this last January, 
even to a greater degree reverses that trend. 

Now the net result is, in trying to convince the Con- 
gress they should cooperate with us rather than hurt us, 
we have used certain statistics. We have used some of the 
statistics that my Republican opponent now quotes. Those 
are our statistics, not his. We have also used some other 
statistics that provide a better balance. 

It is true that the Soviet Union has 4 million men 
under arms and that we have 2 million men under arms. 
But if you look at the kind of forces that they have in the 
4 million, you find that only about 2,200,000 are what we 
would call comparable to ours. 

They run their railroads, for example, with their mil- 
itary. We don’t. We depend on either private enterprise 
or Amtrak. [Laughter] But let me illustrate what my op- 
ponent is in effect saying. 

He says they—the Russians—have 4 million men under 
arms. We have 2 million men. Therefore, I gather he is 
saying that the United States ought to have 4 million men 
under arms. That is the only honest conclusion I come to. 

Let me say this: If you go from 2 million to 4 million 
men under arms, the all-volunteer military service pro- 
gram goes out the window. You will have to go back to 
the draft. You can’t double our men in the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, and Marines and stay with an all-volunteer 
military force. 

If Mr. Reagan wants to go to 4 million men, he is in 
effect advocating the reimposition of selective service. 
That is a cold, hard fact, and I don’t think that is what 
the American people want. 

Number two, there isn’t a single military leader in this 
country who has advocated any increase in our man- 
power strength of two million one. The Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the heads of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, and Marines, they think our manpower strength 
is right. So I will rely on them rather than somebody who 
says we should go from 2 million to 4 million. 

So, when you add it all up, the use of certain statistics 
in a simplistic way is not the way to present our military 
capability. I could take ships—let’s take a minute on that. 
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The statistics that my opponent uses say that they have 
1,250 ships and we have 500. But you know if you analyze 
what those 1,250 ships include, over half of them are what 
we call patrol craft or anti-minesweeping craft. They don’t 
have any ocean-going capability that affects the capability 
of our Navy versus the Soviet Navy. 

But then let’s go to tonnage, and I don’t know how 
many people here in this room served in the Navy in 
World War II—I served for better than 2 years on an 
aircraft carrier, most of the time in the Pacific, and it 
is tonnage and firepower that make the difference—if you 
take our tonnage and our firepower, we have twice as 
much tonnage as the Soviet Union has, even if they in- 
clude the patrol craft and the minesweepers. 

So, you know, you are all realistic people, you deal 
with statistics, and people can take a part of a picture 
and with statistics point out a wrong conclusion, and my 
opponent has oversimplified the thing, taking only part 
of the statistical data. But let’s talk about what we have. 

In the strategic area we have more warheads than the 
Soviet Union has, by 2 to 1. We have more high per- 
formance strategic aircraft, the B—52’s, and we hope to 
have the B—1. We have two to three times more than they 
have. Our missiles are far more accurate and are far more 
reliable. 

So, when you get the whole picture put together, I 
have complete confidence that our military capability is 
fully sufficient, adequate to carry out any mission, to 
deter aggression, to maintain the peace and to protect our 
national security, and we are going to keep it that way. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Tue Preswent. Thank you all very, very much. It 
has been great being in Dallas and we appreciate your 
understanding. We will work hard to maintain our com- 
mitment to you and I can assure you we won't let you 
down. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:58 a.m. in the Continental Ball- 
room at the North Park Inn Convention Center. 


Dallas, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon 
Departure From Love Field. April 30, 1976 


REporTeER. How essential is the Texas primary to you? 

Tue PresIpENT. It is a very crucial primary. It is a 
wonderful State. It is one of our largest States. It has a 
wide diversity of people and industry. So, it is a great 
reflection of the United States as a whole. So we are try- 
ing our very best to win, and we, I think, are making a 
lot of headway. 

Q. Some people have said that the closing of air bases 
and several other things relative to military matters in 
Texas have hurt you. Do you feel that is so? 
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THE Present. I don’t think so because most of the 
people understand that the Congress has imposed on us 
by substantially reducing the funds for the military. So, 
the blame fundamentally falls on the shoulders of 
Congress. 

It is nice to see you all. Thank you very much. We have 
enjoyed being here in Dallas. 

Q. Do you think you are going to win in Texas? 

Tue Present. Well, we are getting more and more 
optimistic, and our volunteers have done a great job all 
over the State of Texas. Our leadership with Senator 
Tower—he has been extremely helpful. And I think we 
have made tremendous progress, and we are very 
encouraged. 

Q. Are you going to win? 

THE Present. It is getting closer and closer. It is a 
good contest and I am always optimistic. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 11:40 a.m. 


Lubbock, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival 
at Lubbock Regional Airport. April 30, 1976 


THE Present. It is nice to see you all and to be in 
Lubbock again. It is nice to see my very old and very 
good friend, Sarah McClendon, but I think if any of 
you from the local press would like to ask any questions, 
I would be delighted to try and answer them. 

Q. Mr. President, now that you are here at the airport, 
I would like to ask you if you know of any plans of the 
Civil Aeronautics Board to expand air flight service in 
Lubbock? 


THe PresweEnNT. It is my understanding that those re- 
quests are before the CAB. Because that is an independent 
regulatory agency, I don’t think it is proper for me to 
make any decisions for them. That is why they were estab- 
lished, for Congress to make an independent evaluation, 
and I am sure that the Board will actively consider and 
come up with a fair and proper decision. 

Lubbock is a growing community. Lubbock is an im- 
portant part of not only Texas but this part of the country. 
With the facts you have, I would expect you would do 
pretty well. 

Q. Mr. President, Ronald Reagan this morning at- 
tacked your administration’s economic policies by saying 
we are not having a sound recovery, that actually we have 
a very sick patient in America, and the only difference 
between New York and Washington is that Washington 
has a money printing press. Would you comment? 

Tue Preswent. I strongly disagree with the Gov- 
ernor’s observations and comments concerning our eco- 


nomic recovery. It is a very inaccurate comment concern- 
ing how well we are doing. When you look at the fact 
when I became President 20 months ago, we had infla- 
tion of over 12 percent and then compare it with the rate 
of inflation for the first 3 months of 1976, which is a rate 
of under 3 percent, we have reduced the rate of inflation 
by 75 percent. I am amazed that Governor Reagan 
wouldn’t understand the difference between a 12 percent 
rate of inflation and under 3 percent. We have a sound, 
constructive, affirmative economic recovery for not only 
prosperity in 1976 but prosperity in the years ahead. 

Q. Mr. President, the wire services are saying that you 
have now predicted a victory in Texas tomorrow. How 
did you come to that conclusion? 

Tue Presment. I haven’t gone quite that far, but I 
have said that we were an underdog. We have made very 
significant progress in the last 10 days or 2 weeks. Our 
volunteers are doing a superb job. We are geared up with 
the last 36 hours, I think, since we have explained our 
programs for prosperity and our policy of peace in the 
United States, the people of Texas are responding to it. 
When they respond, I think we have narrowed the gap, 
and I think we have an excellent opportunity to win and 
we are going to try very, very hard to do so. 

Q. Mr. President, Mrs. Reagan was in town last night, 
and she was asked about your comments saying her hus- 
band doesn’t have the experience to run the country. She 
countered that by saying he was elected twice by the 
largest populous State in the Union. Would you comment 
on that, sir? 

THE PresweEnT. It seems to me there is quite a bit of 
difference in running one State, as big as California is and 
as important as California is, and trying to coordinate and 
effectuate the policies for all 50 States in the Union. Now 
a person who has had the experience I have had not only 
as President but as Vice President, certainly has a back- 
ground and a knowledge not only to handle our problems 
domestically where we have made very significant head- 
way in coming out of the recession, and we are well on 
the road to economic prosperity and the experience that 
I have had in the Congress of handling military matters 
and foreign policy. 

This is a different experience than being a Governor of 
a single State out of 50. So, when you add up the experi- 
ence and the success of our policies, I think that voters of 
Texas will respond. 

Q. To follow up, what do you think the effect of Mr. 
Humphrey’s statements of yesterday will have on the over- 
all campaign? 

Tue Present. I certainly can’t judge that. That is 
primarily a Democratic Party problem at this moment. I 
think we will just have to wait and see. 

Q. Mr. President, I would like to know, concerning 
your domestic policies, is there anything in your policies 
that should you be elected will have a direct effect on this 
area concerning the natural gas price regulations, in- 
dependent trade before nations? 
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Tue Present. As I think the people of this part of 
Texas know, in January of 1975 I came out very forth- 
rightly for the deregulation of domestic crude oil prices. 
I came out very strongly for the deregulation of new nat- 
ural gas development. 

So, in this area my policies of deregulation for crude 
oil and for new natural gas ought to be very appealing. 
Furthermore, the agriculture policies of the Ford ad- 
ministration I believe would be very receptively received 
here in this part of Texas. 

We believe that the Government should get out of the 
hair and the field and the farms of farmers all over the 
country. We believe that farmers ought to be able to run 
their own farms without Government interference and 
without Government surpluses hanging over their heads. 

We believe that the Ford policies in agriculture of sell- 
ing overseas to the extent that we have sold and will con- 
tinue to sell would be very appealing to agriculture in 
this part of Texas. 

Reporter. Thank you very much. 

Tue Presiwent. Thank you very much. It is nice to 
see you. 
note: The President spoke at 12:09 p.m. 


Lubbock, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session Sponsored by Texas Technological University. 
April 30, 1976 


Tue Preswent. Dr. Murray, Senator John Tower, Mr. 
Formby, Terry Wimmer, reverend clergy, students, fac- 
ulty, and guests at Texas Tech University: 

First, let me say to you, Dr. Murray, when I was look- 
ing at the schedule anticipating the arrival here at Lub- 
bock, I speculated that I would probably be coming in in 
a dust storm. [Laughter] But I decided that it would be 
much better for me and for you if I brought some rain. 
[Laughter] 

May I express my deepest appreciation and gratitude 
for the beautiful medal, which I will prize and cherish, 
and I thank all of you, not only Dr. Murray but the stu- 
dents and faculty and the board of trustees for this won- 
derful, tremendous welcome, as well as the very thought- 
ful gift. Thank you very, very much. 

Quite frankly, I can’t tell you how good it feels to be a 
part of big, friendly Lubbock—the home of the Texas 
Tech and the sensational Red Raiders. You know you 
have so much going for you here in Lubbock, I just wish 
I could stay long enough to see the Red Raiders game 
this afternoon, the rodeo tonight, and your great Coaches 
of the Year, the All American Game on June 19—I would 
love to be here for that. 


Before I go any further, to tell all you CB’ers out there, 
I bring a special hello from First Mama—and from First 
Papa, too. 

I am looking forward to answering your questions, but 
as a starting point, let me tell you where I stand on two 
very vital issues for all Americans—agriculture and na- 
tional defense. As the State which produces more cotton, 
more cattle, and more grain sorghum than any other, just 
to mention a few firsts, Texas has played a major part in 
one of the most successful farming years in America’s his- 
tory. In fact, the last 2 years have been the highest net 
farm income years in history, and that is a very tre- 
mendous record in America’s history. 

I don’t think it is mere coincidence that these very 
successful years have been years when the Government 
left the farmer alone. The Government let him produce 
without a lot of bureaucratic interference from the Na- 
tion’s Capital. 

I can promise you that that is the kind of successful 
farm policy that I intend to pursue for the next 4 years. 

Today, we have no longer any heavy farm surpluses 
hanging over the farmers market costing the Government 
$1 million a day in storage fees. Instead of piling it up, we 
are selling grain at a record volume. And let me assure you 
I am not going to use America’s grain as a pawn in this 
country’s foreign policy. 

Farm policies and the hard work of American farmers 
yielded a $21.8 billion agricultural support market last 
year, and it will be more than $22 billion this year. We 
are working right now to increase it even more. 

Those policies, that hard work will enable the American 
farmer to export an estimated 47 million metric tons of 
feed grain, an all-time record in the current marketing 
year. This is a $12 million more record than we exported 
last year and about $7 million more than we exported in 
the previous record yeais of 1973 and 1974. 

Our policies will enable the American farmer to export 
between 1.5 and 1.6 billion bushels of corn during this 
market year and between 250 and 300 million bushels of 
grain sorghum, another all-time record, and that is prog- 
ress by any standard. 

These are the policies which my administration has fol- 
lowed for the past 21 months. They have succeeded, and 
we can make them even more successful in the next 4 
years. But now let’s turn very briefly to the subject of 
America’s foreign policy and defense policy, where this 
administration has put together a record of achievement 
that all Americans can view with pride and with 
confidence. 

Today America is at peace. No American boys are in 
combat anywhere in the world, and I intend to keep it 
that way in the future. 

We are meeting the active duty manpower require- 
ments of the Joint Chiefs of Staff through an all-volunteer 
recruiting program without a draft. 
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Throughout my 27 years in public life, I have worked 
for, voted for the strongest possible military strength for 
America, and let me, if I might, give you some 
background. 

Sometimes it is helpful to know whether a person has 
some experience, some know-how, some knowledge in a 
matter which he is talking about. Back in 1953, I was 
made a member of what we in the House of Representa- 
tives call the Defense Appropriations Subcommittee. It 
happens to be the subcommittee that is chaired at the 
present time, and has been for a good many years, by your 
fine Congressman, George Mahon. 

I served on that committee for 14 years, and as George 
may have told you, from time to time that committee takes 
the Defense Department budget from the President of the 
United States, whomever it might be, and for 5 months a 
year, 5 days a week, 5 hours a day analyzes the testimony 
of Secretaries of Defense, Chairmen of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, Secretaries of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marines, admiral after admiral, general after general, 
civilian in authority after another. And when we got 
through, after those long and extensive hearings, it proba- 
bly amounted to about six volumes of 400 pages of 
testimony. 

Every year we would make our recommendations to 
the House of Representatives for whatever the programs, 
policies would be for our country’s national security. And 
then with the background of that information and that 
experience and that know-how, I think it has been a great 
asset for me to be able to sit down now as the Commander 
in Chief and discuss with the Chairmen of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, the Chief of Naval Operations, and the 
other top people, not talk about them with no background 
but with an in-depth information about what is right, 
what is wrong, and what we should do and shouldn’t do 
in national security matters. 

But let me go on and say, since I became President, I 
recommended to the Congress the two largest military 
budgets in our Nation’s history. They were needed to 
make certain that our military capabilities continue to 
be strong in the years ahead, as they must be if we are to 
find the peace and security that we all seek. 

I am determined, as I have always been, to keep 
America’s military might unsurpassed by any nation in 
this world. 

You know, sometimes when I hear critics complaining 
about American defense policy and American foreign 
policy, always complaining but never offering any pro- 
grams of their own, I am reminded of one of the finest 
Texans I ever had the privilege to know in the Congress 
of the United States. 

Sam Rayburn served 50 years in Washington. He had 
more years as Speaker of the House of Representatives 
than any person in the history of our great country. He 
served with over 3,000 Congressmen and Senators, eight 


different Presidents. And sometimes at the end of a long, 
long day, after Sam Rayburn had worked hard to makea 
better life for America, when he heard from the chronic 
complainers, he loved to recall what his father, another 
fine Texan, once said, and I quote: “Any donkey can 
kick a barn down, but it takes an awfully good carpenter 
to build one up.” And that is good advice when we are 
talking about some of our matters today. 

Now as far as national security policies of the United 
States are concerned, I am convinced that the American 
people would rather have a President who is constructively 
working to build the foundations of lasting security than 
spends most of his time trying to kick them down. 

We are at peace today and we enjoy the blessings of 
freedom in this great land because we are strong enough 
to keep the peace, to deter aggression, and strong enough 
to protect our national security. And don’t let anyone else 
tell you otherwise because it isn’t true. 

I know that in the course of a primary campaign, you 
have heard one charge after another about how America 
is a second rate power, that we have lost our course, this 
great country, that we will have to turn the clock back to 
find America worth living in. 

Well, frankly, I am sick and tired of people who run 
down the United States of America. I am very proud to 
be an American, and I am proud of our country, and I 
know that each and every one of you in this country feels 
precisely the same way. 

I have, as I am sure you have, a deep, abiding faith in 
the goodness and in the greatness of America. I look to 
the future, as I am sure you do, not the past—a future 
that we can fill with new glory and new achievement for 
the land that each and every one of us loves. That is my 
vision, and I am sure it is your vision. And that is why 
I am asking for your support tomorrow, next November, 
and in the 4 challenging years ahead 

Thank you very, very much. 

Now I would be delighted to answer your questions. 


QUESTIONS 


ENERGY CONSERVATION; AUTOMOBILE IMPORTS 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask a question about 
our energy problem. As you know, measures directed to- 
ward energy conservation and energy independence have 
not, on the whole, been very successful, and we are today 
importing more oil than prior to the oil boycott. 

Our present energy conservation policy is largely an 
indirect one, and lately an increasing number of people 
have been calling for a more direct and more effective 
policy, namely, legislation to prohibit the manufacture or 
importation of automobiles weighing over a certain 
amount—-say, 2,000 or 3,000 pounds—and with engines 
which are larger than a certain size—say, 150 to 200 
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cubic inches. How do you feel about such direct and 
certainly very effective measures? 

Tue PresipEnT. First, let me say, to verify what you 
have said, we are importing more foreign oil today than 
we did prior to the October war in the Middle East. At 
that time, we were importing about 30 or 31 percent of 
our total oil used. Today, we are importing 40 to 41 per- 
cent, and it is going up as our domestic production goes 
down. 

Now the specific question you ask—should we ban the 
importation of foreign automobiles that would in effect 
use lesser amounts of gasoline per mile—I think what we 
should do and what we are trying to do and what we are 
being successful in doing is forcing our American auto- 
mobile producers to increase their gasoline utilization 
efficiency. As a matter of fact, when you compare the 1975 
cars over the 1974 cars, they increased the efficiency 
about, as I recall, 8 to 9 percent, and then when they went 
to the 1976 models, which you are buying at the present 
time, they increased that efficiency over the 1975 about 
13 percent. So, the American automobile manufacturers 
are increasing their efficiency, which means more miles per 
gallon. 

I think that any imported car—any imported car— 
must meet the same efficiency standards that we estab- 
lished for our American manufactured cars, and if they 
do, I don’t think we should arbitrarily exclude them from 
American customers here in the United States. But they 
must meet those standards that our people have to meet. 
And if you will recollect, the energy bill that was passed in 
1974, as I recollect, did mandate that the automobile in- 
dustry in a period of 5 years had to increase its efficiency 
by 40 percent. 

I am told, after talking with the manufacturers in De- 
troit, that they are going to meet or exceed that efficiency 
record, and I think we ought to compliment them and not 
condemn them. 


SELF-DETERMINATION 


Q. Mr. President, last year you signed the Helsinki 
agreement, which in effect has guaranteed the minority 
tule in 28 countries of Eastern Europe. Yet this week 
Henry Kissinger is traveling throughout Africa with all 
the might of the United States, asking for majority rule 
in Africa. ; 

Now is this a new policy since last year, or is this a 
Henry Kissinger agreement or something? Do we have 
two defense standards for different continents or different 
people? I don’t understand it. 

Tue Presmenr. Let me correct the record as to what 
transpired as to Helsinki. There was no document signed 
by me or anybody else that said that those borders in 
the East or West of Europe are to be forever those bor- 
ders, Nothing was signed in that agreement which makes 
those borders binding forever. 


It says that those borders can be changed by peaceful 
change. That is what the document says. So, anybody who 
alleges that we agreed to maintain those borders, period, 
for the rest of mankind, that is an inaccurate statement. 
The accurate statement is the one that I have given you. 

Let me add one other point. We believe—this admin- 
istration believes that those Eastern European countries— 
Poland, Romania, Yugoslavia, Hungary—all of them we 
want to be autonomous, we want them to be independent 
of any domination by any other country, including the 
Soviet Union. 

I went to Poland, to Romania, to Yugoslavia just to 
be certain and positive that those people in those coun- 
tries know that the United States wants them to be inde- 
pendent, autonomous, and free from domination by any 
other country. That is our policy in Western Europe. We 
want them to have the right of self-determination, which 
brings me to the policy of South America [Africa]. 

The history of this country is one of self-determination. 
We achieved our independence by self-determination. 
That is the historical concept that America has believed 
in 200 years. We believe in self-determination. We believe, 
however, that in the process of self-determination we must 
absolutely guarantee the rights of the minorities in any 
country where they do have self-determination, and we 
will insist in that regard in Africa as we well have tried 
in other areas of the world. 

Another part of our policy in South Africa is that we 
want to make certain that the Soviet Union and Cuba 
make no further advances than they have in Angola. We 
want to be there ahead of them. 





THE BUDGET 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to know when you are 
going to balance the budget? [Laughter] 

THe Preswent. The answer is yes, but, more impor- 
tantly, let me tell you how. When I became President we 
looked back over the record of the growth of Federal 
spending and we found that for the previous 8 to 10 years 
there had been a 10 to 11 percent increase in the growth 
of Federal spending over that period of time, and this 
country can’t afford to have that kind of rate of growth 
in Federal spending. In fact, when I sat down for about 
100 hours last November and December to make the final 
decisions on the budget, I found that if we didn’t change 
a law, but just kept the same laws on the statute books, 
didn’t add any, we would have a $50 billion automatic 
increase in Federal spending. 

We decided that could not be tolerated. So, we, in my 
budget that I submitted to the Congress, we cut the rate 
of growth of Federal spending by 50 percent, and I sub- 
mitted to the Congress a budget calling for a spending 
ceiling of $395 billion. And if Congress were to go along 
with that cut in the rate of growth of Federal spending, 
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we could have a balanced budget for the United States in 
fiscal year 1979. 

But what worries me—and let me now just talk about 
the reality of the thing—the Congress of the United States 
for the first time in history has to put together its budget. 
They have just passed in the Senate, and they are about 
to pass in the House, an increase in my budget from $395 
billion to $415 billion or $416 billion—about a $17 bil- 
lion to $18 billion to $19 billion increase. Furthermore, 
they have also increased the anticipated deficit by about 
$7 billion. 

So, what I am really saying to you is, we are doing our 
utmost to balance it and we will balance it and we promise 
to give an additional major tax cut in the process. 


THE MIDDLE EAST 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask this question: 
What is your position on our commitments to Israel? 

Tue Presment. First, let me say that one of the really 
significant achievements of this administration has been 
the fact that we have the trust of the Arab nations and the 
trust of the Israelis, and we have been very helpful in 
achieving the progress toward a permanent, just settle- 
ment in the Middle East. 

Now our commitments to Israel or to the Arab na- 
tions are that we will help Israel so that it will have the 
military capability to survive and we will have enough for 
its security. 

At the same time, we are trying to help Israel eco- 
nomically. Simultaneously, I think it is good foreign policy 
for the United States to help Egypt, a country which for 
15 to 20 years had been under the control of the Soviet 
Union militarily and economically. They have cast the 
Soviet Union out of Egypt, and now we have an oppor- 
tunity to help a nation of 50 million who got rid of com- 
munism and who are asking for United States help and 
assistance. I think we ought to be willing to help and as- 


sist that country, which has cast aside the domination of © 


the Soviet Union. 


FEDERAL PAY INCREASES 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask a question con- 
cerning the defense—the military, about an increase, sir, 
on their pay above a 5-percent ceiling? 

THE Preswent. Let me discuss the question, which I 
think is one that ought to be discussed. In the budget that 
I submitted for the next fiscal year, I recommended a 5- 
percent increase in pay for the 2,100,000 men and women 
in the Army, Navy, Air Force and Marines and also a 5- 
percent increase for all civilian employees of the Federal 
Government, and a cost of living increase for all those on 
social security, railroad retirement, military retirement, et 
cetera. 

Now the problem is—it goes back to the question that 
this young lady asked me a moment ago—we have to put 


some control over the increases in the rate of growth of 
Federal spending, and it seems to me when we are faced 
with the kind of deficits that we have had and as we try 
to achieve a balanced budget, that a 5-percent increase for 
military as well as civilian personnel for the United States 
Government, where they don’t have the problems of un. 
employment once they become classified employees or once 
they become a part of the military, if they want to stay and 
make a career, they don’t have any lapse in their pay, that 
a 5-percent pay increase in this 12-month period was the 
best we could do under these circumstances. 

I hope and trust the people in the military understand 
it, because they are good Americans and they know what 
our financial and fiscal problems are. 

Q. Sir, just one last question, sir? 

Tue Preswent. Can we have one and then at least 
another one? 


REGISTRATION OF GUN OWNERS 


Q. My question is, would you favor treating firearms 
like automobiles; namely, requiring operators licenses for 
their use off the owner’s property in lieu of restrictive laws, 
permits, registration, and so forth? 

THE PrESDENT. Let me put it in my own terms. I am 
opposed to the registration of a gun owner. I am opposed 
to the registration of firearms, period. 


B-1 BOMBER 


Q. Mr. President, one last question, please. This is 
about the B-1 bomber—the B-1. It is being tested and 
flown, and if Congress brings it before you to go ahead 
and build them—and I believe a rough estimate, sir, is 
about $3.5 billion per each and something like 200-plus 
of those B—1’s—will you veto or will you go through 
with it? 

Tue Presipent. We are in the final testing stage 
right now of the B—1 bomber. In fact, the Secretary of 
Defense, Don Rumsfeld, who is an ex-Navy pilot, went 
out and flew it. 

But we are in the process at this moment of making 
the final determination as to whether or not to go into 
production and to buy 254 of them. In fact, I recom- 
mended in the fiscal year 1977 budget $1,500 million for 
the procurement of the first B—1 bomber. 

Everything that has been tested so far indicates to us 
that the B—1 bomber will pass the test and will qualify as 
a new version or an add-on to the B—52’s, which are 
now flying 10, 15, or 20 years. 

So, we have to have a new high performance strategic 
aircraft, and the B-1 is the aircraft, if it passes the tests— 
and I am confident it will. 

But let me, since you brought up the subject of de- 
fense, I think it is important to talk about facts and 
figures, and I think I have quoted the accurate facts. 
It is indicative that I know something about the details. 
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Well, a few months ago when my opponent came to 
Washington, D.C., to announce his candidacy, some 
of you here in Texas may not have had the benefit of 
listening to the press conference. This is right on the 
point of how much you know or how much you don’t 
know about the facts. 

A reporter at that press conference on November 20 
asked my opponent how much he would recommend for 
a defense budget for the United States—and let me 
read the answer verbatim because it shed a great deal 
of light on this campaign. 

He said, and I quote precisely, “I didn’t say what 
I wanted to spend. You have put me in a position in 
which the answer is very difficult because I think only 
when you are in that position of command do you have 
access to all of the information that is necessary for 
making that decision and, obviously, I am not in that 
position and do not have that information at this 
moment.” 

Later on, another reporter asked him a somewhat simi- 
lar question on defense spending, and this is what his 
answer was in the area of defense: “One”—his quote— 
“One has always to face the fact that there are facts not 
known to you and which cannot be known to you because 
of its classification, and this always must be kept in mind 
as a reservation about any opinion that you might 
render.” 

My friends, I would respectfully suggest to you here 
today that any candidate who begins his campaign by 
saying he doesn’t know enough about national deiense 
to talk about it, and then, in the heat of battle, suddenly 
tries to make it the central issue, you can hardly expect 
the American people to take him very seriously. 


ENERGY SUPPLIES 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask you a question 
regarding our energy supplies. What is your view, sir, 
concerning the Federal Government in controlling both 
the sources and the distribution of our basic supplies, 
such as coal, oil, gas and so forth? 

Tue Present. Sir, in January of 1975, I recom- 
mended to the Congress total decontrol of domestic oil 
and total decontrol of new natural gas. Unfortunately, 
the Congress came along after 11 months and gave me 
the opportunity to partially decontrol and steps that I 
could use to decontrol over a 40-month period. I would 
have preferred total decontrol of both, but now that we 
have this law, which was marginally acceptable, I am 
using every provision to decontrol distillate fuels, residual 
fuels, and eventually gasoline as quickly as we can, plus 
every step in the 40-month period, so we can get rid of 
controls, period, and that is a pledge made to you and 
tothe American people. 

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. 


Note: The President spoke at 12:50 p.m. at Lubbock Municipal 
Coliseum. 


Lubbock, Texas 


The President’s Remarks in a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Students From Texas Technological 
University at the Hilton Inn. April 30, 1976 


Tue Presment. First, it is nice meeting you and, second, 
I am not going to make a speech because I have been 
doing that. So why don’t we just let you all handle it the 
way you want to. 

QUESTIONS 


COMMUNIST PARTY IN WESTERN EUROPE 


Q. Mr. President, in view of the fact that there seems 
to be increasing influence of the Communist Party in a 
number of countries in Western Europe, I am curious 
what the policy of the United States would be assuming 
the Communist Party came to power in a country like, 
for example, Italy? 

Tue Preswent. That is a very good question, and I 
am quite surprised we have not had a question like that 
for some time. 

I have said—I said it several months ago publicly, and 
when I met with the heads of the NATO nations in Brus- 
sels, in May of last year, I said directly to them—that the 
United States could not understand or tolerate NATO 
being undermined if the Communist Party took over any 
one of the NATO members. It would totally change the 
thrust of what the NATO nations have been trying to do 
in Western Europe since 1951 when, under the leader- 
ship of President Eisenhower, we started NATO. 

Of course, the Secretary of State has followed what I 
have said with his warning to some of these nations that 


are being challenged today internally by the Communist 


Party takeover in a proper, elective way. 

But my view is that it would totally change the thrust 
and the concept of NATO, because it was organized for 
the purpose of meeting the challenge of the Warsaw Pact 
nations in Western Europe, and to have a Communist 
Government in one of the 15 members of NATO, it just 
makes it a totally different situation. 


ROLE OF U.S.S.R. IN THE MIDDLE EAST 


Q. Mr. President, do you see Russia’s role in the 
Middle East increasing? 

Tue Present. No, I don’t. As a matter of fact, as 
I said at the arena earlier, the fact that Egypt, under 
President Sadat, has terminated all military arrange- 
ments with the Soviet Union is a clear indication that 
the Soviet Union has lost ground rather than gained 
ground in the Middle East. 

Egypt is the largest Arab nation, has the most people— 
I think it is 50 million—it has more territory. And to 
have Egypt decide on its own that it ought to terminate 
military arrangements with the Soviet Union and actu- 
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ally force their navy ships to leave the port of Alexandria, 
where they have had sanction for many, many years, is 
clear indication to me that the Soviet Union has lost some 
influence in the Middle East. 


ROLE OF STATE GOVERNMENTS IN PRIMARY AND 
SECONDARY EDUCATION 


Q. I was wondering, do you favor some of the na- 
tional standards for secondary education—to take the role 
of setting these standards out of the hands of the State 
Governments—who we heard on the news recently—one 
State Government who said attendance was more impor- 
tant than acquiring the verbal skills of reading and 
writing? 

THE PresmentT. I am not familiar with that par- 
ticular report but I don’t think the Federal Government 
ought to intrude on the rights of individual States to set 
the educational standards at the secondary level. I assume 
you are talking about high school and that area. When 
you say primary and secondary, that is what I assume. 

I don’t see any need for the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion for the Federal Government to step in and to decide 
for all 50 States what the standards should be. That is 
one of those prerogatives that I think more properly 
should be in the hands of the proper authorities at the 
State level. 

Q. Does that go for the primary schools as well? 

THe Present. Oh, sure, primary or secondary. I 
was only addressing secondary because I was asked that 
question, but I certainly would include primary as well. 


BASIC EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY GRANTS AND 
WORK-STUDY PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. Ford, there are a few people in this room who 
have been involved with the National Student Associa- 
tion, the National Student Lobby, and also there are 
probably a few students in here that may be on the BEOG 
program and working on the college work-study program. 

As I understand, your administration is recommending 
a cutback in the college work-study program and an in- 
crease in the BEOG program for the upcoming fiscal 
year appropriations. Could you explain the reasons for 
that? 

Tue Presment. Yes, we did recommend a very sub- 
stantial increase in the BEOG program, so to speak, and 
a relatively minor reduction in the work-study program. 
We think that the BEOG program, overall, with a ceil- 
ing of $1,400, is the maximum that a person could get on 
BEOG and the average under our funding of about $900 
per student is the right approach. 

Now if it is of any solace to you, I don’t think the Con- 
gress is going to cut back the work-study program. So 
whether I recommended it or not is immaterial. I think it 
would have been better to go much larger on the BEOG 
program and some minor reductions on the work-study 


program but Congress, unfortunately, on one hand js 
going to cut back my recommendation on BEOG and 
continue the work-study program at about the same level, 

It is a matter of priorities and where our people thought 
we could put the most money to the best advantage. But 
if they appropriate it, we will spend it, in this case. 

Q. Will you approve of the additional supplements to 
the 1976-77 BEOG programs that are in Congress right 
now? 

THE PRESIDENT. We just sent up a very complicated 
readjustment in those four or five programs—BEOG, 
work-study, and there are several others—and this was 
worked out with the leaders, I think, in the House and the 
Senate, who have primary jurisdiction over that appro- 
priation bill. 

Quite frankly, if the one that I am thinking of is the 
one you are thinking of, yes, I will go along with it be- 
cause it was worked out as a compromise between what we 
proposed and what they wanted. 


WATER IMPORTATION FOR LUBBOCK AREA 


Q. President Ford, as you know, agriculture is the eco- 
nomic lifeline of this area and, as you probably also know, 
the water table here is being rapidly depleted. 

What do you feel about water importation, and what 
are your ideas concerning that? 

Tue Present. Well, I was talking to the editor of a 
local newspaper about that flying up from Dallas today. 
We discussed the fact that about 10 years go, the Corps of 
Engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation made a study 
as to the division of water from the Mississippi into here 
and, at that time, that study decided that on a cost-to- 
benefit ratio, it was not an economically feasible plan. 

But it is a different situation today. For example, you 
can go back and compare the price of grain, corn, any of 
the other agricultural commodities 10 years ago, and 
they were significantly lower than they are today. And 
the problem has probably become more acute today with 
the all-out production that we are now having in agricul- 
ture. 

So it is my feeling that we probably ought to update 
that study. There are relevant facts that might make a 
change in whether or not such a project was feasible, and! 
am going to look into it. I think it is something that we 
ought to examine again, in light of present day circum- 
stances. 

Q. So you feel that plans will be made to try to up- 
date that survey? 

Tue Present. That survey certainly ought to be up- 
dated based on current facts. 


REFORM OF WELFARE PROGRAMS 


Q. Mr. President, I was hoping that you could point 
out the differences to me between a Ronald Reagan- 
social worker approach and your approach? 


Volume 12—Number 18 





a> om Z 





id is 


and 
evel, 
ught 
But 


ts to 


; the 
- be- 
t we 


eco- 
ow, 


yhat 


ofa 
day. 
¥s of 
udy 
here 
-to- 


you 
y of 
and 
And 
vith 


late 


ea 
id I 


oint 





PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 777 


Tue PREsmENT. Let me point out what I first voted 
for in the House of Representatives. In 1972, I voted for 
the family assistance program which I think, if it had 
been approved, would have been a great improvement 
over the present program, no question about it, because 
our welfare programs have developed over the years— 
going back primarily to the Depression days, we piled one 
program on another without any real scientific approach 
to the overall. So I thought the family assistance approach 
was a great improvement over what we had. 

Now, it didn’t get through, so we are faced exactly to- 
day where we were in 1969 or thereabouts. We have one 
of two routes to go. We can either try to improve, tighten 
up the existing programs, which are a hodge-podge, or 
we can go to an overall approach such as family assist- 
ance—I am not saying it is identical. 

We are in the process right now, at the highest level in 
HEW and other affected agenices, trying to decide 
whether you can really sufficiently improve a hodge-podge 
program, or whether you ought to go to something like a 
family assistance program. After the end of this study— 
which probably will be completed the latter part of De- 
cember—we will make a decision. But at the moment, I 
don’t want to pre-judge exactly what our approach ought 
to be. 

I can assure you that we are going to try to put the 
emphasis, number one, on helping those who are in need, 
period. Number two, we are going to try and have a work 
incentive part of the program, which I think is basically 
sound. We are going to, if we could, consolidate the many 
programs that we have that, really, I think, don’t help the 
beneficiary but actually frustrate the beneficiary. So those 
are some of the guidelines that we are trying to use in 
making a final determination. 


PRESIDENTS VIEWS ON QUALITY EDUCATION 
AND BUSING 


Q. Mr. President, could you give us a general idea as 
far as what your priorities and your ideas are on guaran- 
teeing as equal opportunity for an education and a quality 
education for America’s young people, and include in that 
how you feel busing fits into that particular scheme? 

Tue Presipent. My overall thrust, whether it is pri- 
mary, secondary, or higher education is that of quality 
education. Now the Federal Government is not the princi- 
pal source of funding for education in any one of the three 
areas. It comes from local and State funding, primarily, 
but the Federal Government can assist, and we have 
assisted very significantly. 

Now at the primary and secondary level, we have had 
some serious developments going back as a result of the 
Supreme Court decision in 1954—the so-called Brown 
decision—where courts, in my opinion, have sought to 
apply a remedy, in some cases arbitrarily, and forgetting 


what the aim and objective is—quality education for all 
children—black, white, disadvantaged, and other. 

Now the Court had a tough job. I am not discounting 
their difficulties, because they also have to protect the con- 
stitutional rights of all Americans. But as I look at some 
of these decisions around the country, I can’t help but 
conclude that in some decisions they have gone so far to 
force busing to achieve racial balance as the way to achieve 
quality education, that it has torn up communities. 

In other cases, wise judges have moved in cooperation 
with proper authorities, and I think we have gotten the 
ability to achieve quality education, protecting the con- 
stitutional rights of individuals. And the Federal Govern- 
ment can, in those areas, help with money, with some 
other top advisers—for example, in the Boston situation, 
the Department of HEW, the Office of Education has had 
five or six people up there trying to help resolve the prob- 
lem in Boston. It got out of hand, tragically. But that is 
another way the Federal Government can participate in 
trying to give help and assistance, at least from the execu- 
tive department’s point of view. 


EDUCATIONAL EQUITY FOR WOMEN 


Q. My question is along the same lines, as far as dis- 
crimination in schools, and that is, I believe there is a 
special project fact and part of that is the women’s educa- 
tional equity program, and that your administration is 
recommending somewhere under $6 million and the pres- 
ent level was $6.72 million this past year, and that certain 
educational organizations are pushing for around $15 
million. 

My question is, then, since those were the only programs 
to eliminate sexism in higher education in schools for 
women, why, for cutting pennies to balance the budget 
you would be pushing for a decrease in the amount of 
money under that program? 

Tue Preswent. You are a very ardent persuader. 
[Laughter] But you know when a President has to sit 
there and listen to all of the requests for all ot the money 
from all of the departments, there are some very able peo- 
ple, like you, who say, “Now don’t save $7 million, we 
need it,” and somebody has to make thuce decisions. 

But let me say, that is not the only program. You know 
the Department of HEW issued Title [X regulations, and 
those regulations, if carried out, I think will really achieve 
significant, affirmative action in trying to accomplish what 
you are really seeking to achieve. Now that is not a unani- 
mous program, as I am sure you understand. There are 
some who strongly oppose it. 

But HEW took the initiative, and they are seeking to 
implement it, and I don’t really think—without getting 
into it personally—that that dollar difference will have a 
significant adverse impact on what you are trying to 
achieve. 
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POSSIBILITY OF SEPARATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Q. Have you ever thought of creating a separate de- 
partment for education, at the Cabinet level? 

THE PREsmeENT. Well, that has been discussed, pro and 
con. We have an outstanding Secretary of HEW now, 
David Mathews, formerly the president of the University 
of Alabama. I have talked to him about it, and here is an 
educator and, if I properly reflect his views, he doesn’t 
think we ought to have a separate Department of 
Education. 

Q. Mr. President, in an age of increasing complexitv 
and which demands split-second decisions, I was just curi- 
ous about what brand of skis do you use? [Laughter] 

THE Present. Well, I use Rossinols most of the time, 
but I also use K-2s and use some others. I don’t think 
the skis make much difference. [Laughter] I am just lucky 
to stand up. 

It is nice to see you all, and thank you, and the very 
best to you. It has been a pleasure to be here at the campus 
of Texas Tech. You know, Michigan almost would have 
played Texas Tech in the play-offs of the NCAA, but 
unfortunately you lost to Missouri by one point. We 
almost—for three quarters—beat Indiana. [Laughter] 


NOTE: The President spoke at 1:37 p.m. in Meeting Room 1 at 
the Hilton Inn. 


Lubbock, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to West Texas Area 
President Ford Committee Volunteers. April 30, 1976 


Thank you very much, Dinah. I thank all of you. This 
has been a wonderful, wonderful opportunity to be in 
Lubbock, to go to Texas Tech and meet so many others 
at the university. And it has been a great pleasure to 
have an opportunity to shake hands with so many of you 
and to say hello and to indicate to you my appreciation 
for the tremendous job that has been done. 

You know we are just about 30 hours down to count- 
down, to the final whistle, so to speak. I know you have 
done a great job, phone banks ani every other way to 
get out the maximum amount of votes that we can get in 
this area. 

I am tremendously encouraged by not only the qual- 
ity of people I see here, but the energy and enthusiasm. 
When we came here first about 3 weeks ago and I spent 
a few days in Texas, came back, I had the feeling that 
we were definitely an underdog, But as I have gone from 
Longview, to Tyler, to Fort Worth, to Houston, to Dallas, 
to Conroe, here to Lubbock, and we are leaving shortly 
to go to Abilene, I get a totally different feeling. 

We have the momentum going, and we believe that it 
is going to be a very nip and tuck, very close contest. 


But with the momentum that we have, with the kind 
of leadership that we have under your great senior Sena- 
tor John Tower and the quality and the energy that 
all of you have, I think the basic programs that we have 
both domestically as well as internationally and militarily, 
we are going to come right. up to that edge and we can 
tip it over if we make a maximum effort between now and 
when the polls close tomorrow night. 

Let me just say this: This administration, from the very 
outset, has adopted one very basic policy. We would prom- 
ise only that which we believe we can deliver and we will 
deliver everything we promise. That is what the American 
people want, and that is what this administration will 
do for the next 4 years, just as we have done it for the 
last 20 months. 


Now, let me talk for just a minute about some of the 
sales pitch that I think you can honestly make as you talk 
to your friends and others by phone or otherwise. Just 
refresh your memory a minute back to August of 1974. 
At that time, we were suffering inflation of about 12 per- 
cent or more. The reports came out just a week or so ago 
which indicated that the rate of inflation for the first 3 
months of 1976 was under 3 percent. That is a 75 percent 
reduction in the rate of inflation, and that is a darned good 
record, and we ought to be proud of it. 

If you will recollect just about a year ago today the 
unemployment was high, employment was falling, but in 
the last 12 months, we have increased employment in this 
country by 2,600,000 people. The net result was for the 
month of March, we had an employment record of 
86,700,000. More people were gainfully employed in the 
United States in the month of March than at any time in 
the history of the United States. That is not a bad record, 
either. 


Probably the most significant factor as we take a look at 
what we are trying to do to get this economy on a healthy, 
permanent basis—a year ago the consumer confidence in 
America was at an almost all-time low, but because we had 
some sound policies, because we pursued them with per- 
sistence and diligence, today the consumer confidence is 
more than double what it was a year ago. 

In other words, people are now beginning to feel that 
they have confidence in investing in a new car, a new 
home, or investing in America, period. This is the basic 
reason why I am absolutely confident that this movement 
in the economy is all for the plus and it is going to be a 
sound, constructive economy, not just one of these peaks 
and valleys. 

So, we can say with confidence that the Ford adminis- 
tration policies were right. We stood off the Congress 
when they wanted to load up the Federal payroll, when 
they wanted to spend more and more money. We vetoed 
48 bills, they sustained 39, and the net result is we have 
saved the taxpayers of this country $13 billion That is not 
a bad record, either. 
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Let me indicate also that I think this administration can 
be given a very high mark for decisive action. First, we had 
the courage as well as the wisdom to veto the so-called 
common situs picketing bill, and that is progress, in my 
judgment. Then I think it is well to point out when we 
were faced with a challenge by a nation that seized one of 
our merchant vessels just about a year ago, the Mayaguez, 
this administration took firm, decisive action and we re- 
captured the Mayaguez as any good, strong country ought 
to. 

So, I think we are on the right track both domestically 
and internationally. And I think we can go out in good 
conscience and sell what we have done and what we will 
do for the next 4 years. 

Thank you very, very much. 


note: The President spoke at 2:42 p.m. in the Ballroom at the 
Hilton Inn. 


Lubbock, Texas 


The President’s Remarks at the Robert Blake Residence. 
April 30, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, John, and again let me 
express my appreciation to the President of Texas Tech for 
the wonderful opportunity to be over there today. It was 
a wonderful audience, and I am deeply grateful, and that 
medal I will prize and cherish. Thank you again. 


I claim the rain, which was welcome—I am not claim- 
ing this Michigan weather that we have right now, but 
it is nice to see you all, and I am deeply grateful for Bob’s 
hospitality and generosity, and thank you, Bob, very, very 
much. 

Let me take just a minute or two to say a word about 
something all of you from Texas are deeply interested in 
and a matter I spent a great deal of time on since I became 
President in August of 1974. 

At that time, we recognized that we had to do some- 
thing about energy in this country. We had the tragedy of 
the October war in 1973, and the net result of an embargo 
and escalating oil prices for overseas customers, and the 
growing, growing dependence of the United States on 
energy from afar, and our need to find energy independ- 
ence in this United States. 

So in January of 1975, if you will refresh your memory, 
I recommended to the Congress in my State of the Union 
Message what I thought was a sound and constructive 
long-range program for energy independence of this coun- 
try. It called for total derergulation of domestic oil pro- 
duction by April 1, 1975, and it called for the deregula- 
tion of new natural gas as soon as Congress would move 
on it, and we urged them to move immediately. 


Unfortunately, the Congress, from January of 1975 
until December of 1975, diddled and dawdled and de- 
bated and delayed. And finally, they sent a piece of legis- 
lation down that was far from perfect, but that is what we 
are operating under at the present time. And I have com- 
mitted myself publicly, as well as otherwise, that we are 
going to use every single provision in that legislation to 
decontrol as rapidly as possible. I think our batting record 
is pretty good. 

We got some new definitions of property, which I think 
are somewhat significant as far as your industry is con- 
cerned. We have had some other decisive action by the 
FEA after a little pressure and a little persuading, so as 
far as the administrative action that they can take, we 
are moving as rapidly as we possibly can. 

Now under the decontrol features, let me review very 
quickly what we have accomplished, using every possible 
way to decontrol this great industry in our country. The 
first action we took was to propose to the Congress that 
we deregulate residual oil, and that is now effective. 

We are in the process of proposing the deregulation 
of distillates, and that should happen in the relatively near 
future, unless Congress turns us down. We are in the proc- 
ess of proposing the deregulation of gasoline, and as soon 
as that can get through the congressional mill—and I hope 
it will—that part of the FEA’s responsibility will be totally 
terminated. 

Under the law, we are permitted to ask over the 40- 
month period, the first step of a 10-percent increase in 
the—what is it?—-composite price, $7.66—$5.25 for old 
oil and, what is it, $12-something for new oil. But we 
are in the process right now of getting that first 10-percent 
increase. And I assure you—because I know it is right, 
because it conforms with my basic philosophy that I set 
forth in January of 1975—that we will use every step that 
is possible to get decontrol by the end of the 40-month 
period. 

Now, one other point. I can recall very vividly in the 
last days of trying to get the energy act changed to make 
it as flexible and, I think, as constructive as possible. We 
were trying to do something for stripper wells and tertiary 
production. 

Let me just say that our people worked as hard as they 
could to get the last element into the conference report, 
but unfortunately there were certain powers on the lib- 
eral side—I say liberal side—of the Democratic Party 
that just wouldn’t go along. I could name them, but it 
doesn’t do any good at this point. All I know is they didn’t 
go along with what we proposed. Maybe you know who 
I am talking about. They aren’t going to be President of 
the United States, I can tell you that. [Laughter] 

But what I am trying to say—I know and I have known 
from the first time that we had to sit down and analyze 
what our problem was—the only way to become energy 
independent in this country is to provide an incentive so 
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people will explore, they will drill, they will produce, they _yet this spring we have seen the announcement by the Al 
will refine, and they will market. Pentagon of a great mass of base cutbacks of conventional 

One final comment. Speaking of marketing and all the weapons and training bases, such as Webb Air Force Base Th 
other things that go to make up this great industry, em in Big Springs. Can you explain why a base like Webb, | Ses 
= earn ~~ ert er a oo seed inane “ne with a proven cost efficiency like it has, would be closed? § US 
asked me how I feel about that. I will tell you how I feel te ipa am ee ee: prada about Mh Bill 
seat it: at was a mandated cutback, actually as a result o 

When you measure divestiture in any of the bills that —_ reductions in military appropriations by the Congress. So, ‘A 
have been proposed—and the criteria is, will it increase the executive branch had nothing they could do except ; 
production, make us more independent, will itin any way _ follow the law as passed by the Congress. (L 
reduce the price to consumers?—when you measure any I categorically deny that the United States is behind the 
of those proposals by those criteria, the facts a they won't Soviet Union in conventional weapons. We have sophisti- tor 
we gets aten ne — —— por deems asian cated weapons both in tactical air. We have the finest pr 
get more energy independence for this country. So I am ‘ ; me 
against divestiture, period. tank in the world today, the M-60. We are developing of 

So I believe in what this great, free enterprise system we another one. We are increasing our Army divisions from ' 
have can do. It is a precious freedom, just like the individ- | 13 to 16, and they are good, fine, outstanding combat or 
ual freedom that we have in America, and we have to __ divisions. We are improving our capability, modernizing Ak 
fight to keep it, we have to fight to expand it. and upgrading it all along the line. If the Congress passes an 

Dr. Murray, let me just say this. I suppose as an acad- _the appropriation bill that I recommended, a 14 percent sit 
emician you know a lot more about the history of this increase in Department expense appropriations, there Cc 
country than I do. But if we look back and see the first on be any question whatsoever now or in the future as 
century of America, we know that our Forefathers put EM , : for 
together the greatest form of government in the history > our capabilities yan warfare. That includes, lo 
of mankind. It was a hard struggle for those people in  COUTS€, Our CapabDlity as a Navy. ( 
those days, starting from 13 hes iil china but 5 — President, my on ap he bg mag sir? : 
what a blessing they gave us. HE PRESIDENT. included P million in my 

The meibwenay of our great national history, we next year’s budget for the Department of Defense for 0 
became the most productive industrial country in the his- —_ production of the B-1 bomber, and the total force we co 
tory of mankind. are seeking is 254 new B-l’s to replace the existing 1 
Our third century has to emphasize the freedom of the 8 59’s, So, we are on the way. I am sure the B-1 is ar 
individual. We have to get away from mass government, going to pass every test which will be concluded some- all 
mass industry, mass labor. We have to generate the op- ti ly thi ‘ in th And the B-l m 
portunity for every one of us and the things we stand for as pu iets Aeratne ws = . silprenc-peasigtn ‘ gC 
individuals, and that is what I would hope to do in the will be on the production line, and we expect to get fo 
next 4 years as President of the United States. ate them in a relatively short period of time. 

Thank you very, very much. . Mr. President, do you think Secretary Kissinger I 
NOTE: The President spoke at 3:20 p.m. at the residence of Robert is too much of an internationalist? . 
Blake, Lubbock County President Ford Committee chairman, and Tue Presment. Not at all. I think the United States th 
meen of America has to be a leader in the world. The day is | 

long gone when the United States could adopt a policy J 
of fortress America. That was an unsuccessful policy a 

, prior to World War II and conditions have changed 
Abilene, Texas significantly since then. ir 
oie : The United States must be a leader in the world. It h 
hg lO fo pres oa Arrival must be a leader militarily, economically, industrially, 0 
. ’ agriculturally, scientifically, and technologically, and we . 
Tue Preswent. Good afternoon. om 3 are unsurpassed in all of those areas. So, the United States | 
great to be at Dyess Air Force “a es Abilene, — “i ~ is a leader, it will continue to be a leader, and it must be. : 
be very delighted to answer any questions. Reporter. Thank you. I 

Q. Mr. President, apparently the U.S. is fairly far THE PRESIDENT. It is nice to see you all. Thank you. c 
behind the Russians in terms of conventional weaponry, NoTE: The President spoke at 5:04 p.m. 
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Abilene, Texas 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at the Abilene Jaycees’ Special Happy Birthday 
USA Celebration. April 30, 1976 


Billy Taylor, Senator John Tower, Mayor Hughes, Mr. 
Anderson, Dr. Fleming, distinguished guests, ladies and 
gentlemen: 

Aren’t you glad I brought some rain for you today? 
[Laughter | 

I am really delighted to be in this wonderful audi- 
torium, and I congratulate all the citizens of Abilene for 
providing this superb facility, but I am obviously tre- 
mendously impressed and overwhelmed by the warmth 
of your welcome. Thank you very, very much. 

You know, as a long-time football fan, one of the 
great names that came to mind as we landed here in 
Abilene was Clint Longley, who all of you know as 
an outstanding graduate of Abilene Christian Univer- 
sity and now an outstanding quarterback for the Dallas 
Cowboys. 

I don’t think anybody in Washington, D.C. will ever 
forget Clint Longley. [Laughter] They won’t forget that 
long, long, long, long pass that he threw to beat the 
Redskins in the last minute of that Thanksgiving Day 
game in 1974. 

But you know, a winning team also depends on a great 
coach, and here in Texas you have one of the greatest 
coaches in the history of football—Tom Landry—and 
I am very proud to say that Wednesday, Tom Landry 
announced his personal support for my campaign. And 
all I can say to Tom is, with his help and the help of 
many, many more concerned Texans like him we are 
going to win tomorrow and we are going right on winning 
for America in the challenging 4 years ahead. 

I really looked forward to being in Abilene today for 
I knew here I would be among the kind of people who 
are very, very proud to be citizens of our great country, 
the United States of America. 

I especially want to thank Billy Taylor and the Abilene 
Jaycees for giving me the opportunity of joining with you 
and saying I am proud of being an American, proud of 
our country, and proud of our heritage, just like you are. 

We have a lot to be thankful for and a lot to celebrate 
in this Bicentennial Year. In a relatively brief history, we 
have grown from a weak, struggling nation on the edge 
of a continent into the richest and most powerful country 
in the history of mankind. We have gone through wars, 
scandals, riots, and assassinations, we have passed through 
crisis after crisis both at home and abroad and emerged 
in each instance stronger and stronger as a country. And 
I think that tells us something about the people in this 
country. 

After each crisis we have closed ranks, joined together, 
and gotten on with the job. As a result, we have enjoyed 


unparalleled economic, technological, social progress in 
America, and through it all we have had greater free- 
doms and greater liberties than any other people in the 
history of mankind. 

That is why I take great pride in being an American, 
because I know, as you do, that here, as in nowhere else, 
we are free to do what we want to do, to think and to say 
what we please, and to be, each of us, what we want to 
be. That is the kind of a country we have, and so long as 
I am President of this United States, that is the kind of 
a country we are going to keep. 

But it will take more than good intentions to maintain 
our independent traditions as we enter the third century 
of our history. It will require a vigorous national effort 
to protect our way of life, and one of the greatest threats 
we have to face has been the threat to our free enterprise 
system. The most recent attack began with the Arab oil 
embargo in the fall of 1973. The embargo did more than 
create long lines at gasoline stations and increase the price 
of fuel or expose our dependence on foreign suppliers for 
petroleum. As much as any single factor, it contributed to 
the most serious economic recession in four decades. 

I am happy to report that my administration has broken 
the back of this recession, but our dependence on foreign 
oil still remains, and we have a job to do in that regard. 
In fact, we are more dependent on foreign oil now than 
we were when the oil embargo took place, and that is be- 
cause the Congress of the United States failed to act when 
you demanded that they act, when I demanded that they 
act, and when America’s energy needs demanded that 
they act. 

Fifteen months ago, in January of 1975, I recom- 
mended in the State of the Union Message that I submit- 
ted to the House and to the Senate decontrol of oil and 
new natural gas prices. The Congress deliberated, the 
Congress delayed, the Congress debated, the Congress 
dawdled all the way from January to December of 1975, 
and finally sent me an energy bill. It was a long, long way 
from perfect but it is the law. 

In that bill that Congress agreed, fortunately, for the 
first time, to remove controls on oil prices. Unfortunately, 
the Congress insisted that full decontrol be carried out 
over a 40-month period. 

I indicated last December that I would order immedi- 
ate steps to remove controls on petroleum products. I also 
pledged that I will use all the flexibility available in the 
legislation to allow the increases in crude oil prices that 
are necessary to stimulate domestic oil production. 

We have already sent to the Congress the plan for the 
decontrol of residual oil and this decontrol plan will go 
into effect in a very few weeks. Plans are also being 
made—prepared, I should say—to decontrol distillates 
and gasoline. We are moving in the right direction in this 
area, both to provide the production incentives that we 
need and to reduce the control in the Federal bureauc- 
racy, but my goal is, my goal has been, and my goal will 
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be to continue the removal of all price controls from oil 
and new natural gas as the best way. 

Last week, the Texas Independent Producers and Roy- 
alty Owners Association expressed its support for my ef- 
forts to achieve energy independence. I am deeply grateful 
for that support from one of the largest and most influ- 
ential associations in Texas, and let me assure you that 
I intend to keep right on with these efforts for the next 
4 years until we get total decontrol. 

Meanwhile, my administration has pulled us out of the 
worst economic recession in 40 years. When I became 
President, in August of 1974, the Consumer Price Index 
was at a runaway rate of 12 percent or more. In the first 
3 months of 1976, we have cut that rate to less than 3 
percent, reducing the rate of inflation by 75 percent over 
this span of some 20 months. 

Just last week the Commerce Department reported that 
the gross national product, representing the value of all the 
goods and services produced in America, rose at an annual 
rate of 71% percent. That is about 5 percent better than we 
anticipated. 

On the job front, which is of deep concern to all of us, 
more Americans are gainfully employed at this time than 
at any time in the history of the United States. More than 
86,700,000 are in our work force today. And five out of 
six of those jobs are in the private sector, and considering 
where we started from, that is a darn good comeback, by 
any standard. 

Try as they might, even my opponents find it some- 
what difficult to dispute the fact that we have made very 
substantial economic progress since the low point of the 
recession, just about a year ago. We are on the way toa 
new prosperity in the United States, and I will not rest 
until every American who wants a job can find a job, and 
we have put all of America back to work. 

As I said a moment ago, five out of the six jobs in our 
society are in the private sector. Now there are, or have 


been, some in the Congress, particularly, that wanted us. 


to come out of this economic recession by loading up the 
Federal payroll, by adding one spending bill after another. 
That is not the way we should have done it and that is not 
the way we did do it. 

Let me say this, that one of the things that I feel I can 
take the most pride in is that I combated the Congress, 
they sent down one spending bill after another, I vetoed 
48 of them, Congress has sustained 39, and in the proc- 
ess we have saved the taxpayer $13 billion. 

One of my strongest supporters and best friends in the 
Congress, a man who has done a superb job as your Senior 
Senator, John Tower—I thank you, John. 

One of the great dangers and fears that I have is that 
government could burgeon, it could grow, it could al- 
most do it behind our back if we aren’t careful. One of 
the basic truths that we have to remember and recall is 
that a government big enough to give us everything we 


want is a government big enough to take from us every- 
thing we have. 

As your President, I want more than prosperity for 
us as fellow Americans. I want to lead our country into 
a third century of progress on all fronts. I foresee a cen- 
tury of individual and national fulfillment, a century in 
which we can adapt and perfect our government and its 
institutions so that they more completely serve the needs 
and the aspirations of the American people. 

I want to strengthen our tradition of individualism to 
make our institutions less remote and more responsive to 
the needs of the people that they serve. 

I want our Bicentennial celebration to mark the begin- 
ning of an effort by government to win back the trust of 
the disillusioned among us in this great country. I want 
to heal the antagonisms, the divisions that exist in our 
society, and to convert the cynicism and the despair into 
active, constructive concern for our country where s0 
much still needs to be done. 

I want to keep America strong militarily, technologi- 
cally, scientifically, agriculturally, but most of all morally, 
for only through the strength, that strength, can we meet 
and overcome the many challenges to our way of life. 

I have really enjoyed very much this 31-day visit to 
the great Lone Star State. I have enjoyed having the eyes 
of Texas on me personally and my record, during this 
very spirited primary campaign. 

Tomorrow, I would deeply appreciate having a lot of 
the votes of Texas supporting me and the policies of peace 
and freedom and prosperity for which I stand. 

Thank you very kindly. 

Now, I am looking forward to, and I will be delighted 
to respond to the questions. 


QUESTIONS 
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE FOR PRIVATE EDUCATION 


Q. Mr. President, I am a student from Abilene Chris- 
tian University, and I was wondering how you feel about 
Federal funding of private institutions? 

Tue Preswent. That is a question I have been con- 
cerned about for a long, long time. And I am glad to re- 
port to you that for a number of years it has been my 
deep concern and belief that private schools from primary 
to secondary to higher education ought to have a way in 
which they can receive contributions and donations with- 
out the harm and detriment of Federal taxation. 

It has been my be'ief that it is good for the public school 
systems to have competition in the primary, the elemen- 
tary, and the higher education fields of education. Com- 
petition in education is just as good as it is in politics, 
business, professions, and otherwise. 

So, we ought to, under our tax law, make it as easy as 
possible for individuals to contribute as generously as they 
can to the support of private education. 
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PANAMA CANAL ZONE 


Q. President Ford, I am one of the four delegates 
pledged to you tomorrow. 


Tue Presiwent. Thank you. 

Q. So many people have become concerned, I think 
due to the publicity, about the possibility of our losing or 
giving away the Panama Canal. Can you enlighten us 
on this? 

THE PRESIDENT. Let me start out by saying, under no 
circumstances will I ever do away with our right, our 
authority, our national defense usability of the Panama 
Canal. You can start with that, period. 


But let me say that in 1964, if your mind will go back 
to that time, we had a riot in Panama. Twenty Pana- 
manians were killed. The National Guard and other mili- 
tary forces got involved, and four Americans were killed. 


At that time, a great Texan, President Lyndon John- 
son, decided that we ought to negotiate rather than fight, 
it would be better to talk rather than to have riots, And 
the net result was that those negotiations started, they have 
continued from 1965 to the present time, and what we 
are seeking to do is to establish a treaty of an extended 
period of time, 50 years, well into the next century, and 
in that treaty, during the period of that treaty, we would 
have the authority and the right to maintain, to operate, 
and to defend that Canal, which in effect means for the 
remainder of the Canal’s useful economic lifetime. 


Now, let me take the alternative of what my opponent 
has said. He says that in effect we should stop those nego- 
tiations. Let me be very candid and say that if those nego- 
tiations were terminated, you would have a resumption 
of the riots and the bloodshed, you would have the antag- 
onism of every Latin American, every South American 
country, 25, including 309 million people in that part of 
the hemisphere. You would undoubtedly, because of the 
actual riots and bloodshed, have to send another 10,000 to 
20,000 American GI’s down to defend the Canal if they 
could, because it is a place—if you have been there as I 
have been—which is not easily defendable. Guerrilla war- 
fare would very easily destroy the usability of that Canal. 

So what we are trying to do, and Mr. Johnson tried 
to do, and Mr. Nixon tried to do, and I am trying to do, 
is to make certain that we get a treaty that gives us the 
tights for as long as that Canal is economically viable. 
And we will get that kind of Canal right and it will be for 
at least 50 years, which is for the economical usability of 
that Canal, period. 


TAX REDUCTION RECOMMENDATIONS 


Q. Mr. President, I am from Abilene Christian Uni- 
versity. Everyone here is concerned about taxes. Would 
you like to expand upon your statement yesterday con- 
cerning a possible tax cut within the next 2 years? 
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THE PresiwEnT. I certainly would, but I would like 
to start with the message that I sent to the Congress in 
January of this year, when I recommended to the Con- 
gress that starting July | of this year we get an additional 
$10 billion tax reduction, 75 percent of it going to indi- 
vidual taxpayers and 25 percent going to business to pro- 
vide jobs. Let me tell you what the main ingredient is of 
the tax reduction that I have proposed for July 1. 

Today, under existing law, a personal exemption for 
every taxpayer or every dependent of a taxpayer is $750. 
I want the Congress to increase that personal exemption 
from $750 to $1,000. What that will do is give to the 
great middle income taxpayers, who have gotten short 
shrift in recent years—it will give to them the kind of tax 
relief that they badly need and really deserve. 

The recommendations for additional tax reductions for 
business are aimed at the following: To give to business 
an incentive to stimulate the modernization, the expan- 
sion, the improvement of their facilities. 

What does that mean? That means more jobs for 
Americans. 

So what we have is a tax bill to give more money back 
to the people so they can spend it as they see fit and not 
as government dictates; and, number two, an incentive 
for business so we will have more jobs in America. That 
is what I recommended starting July 1, and I hope the 
Congress has enough good sense to accept that proposal. 

Now, I have promised, and I reiterated here today, 
that if we follow my budget recommendations to curtail 
the rate of growth of Federal spending by cutting it in 
half, if Congress will do that we can have an additional 
tax reduction of major proportions in 2 years, and that 
is what we want, in addition to what I have recommended 
for this year. 


EFFORTS TO REDUCE THE FEDERAL BUREAUCRACY 


Q. Mr. President, I am from Tennessee. I wonder if 
you could comment on the policy that you took as Con- 
gressman and as President in controlling our growing 
bureaucracy in Washington, D.C.? 

Tue Present. First, as a Member of the Congress 
and for 16 years as a Member of the House Committee 
on Appropriations, I was known among my colleagues, 
both Democratic and Republican, as a hardliner, as far as 
Federal expenditures were concerned. I am proud of that 
record. 

Incidentally, in Congress I cast about 4,000 votes and 
anybody who wans to look at that record they can go back 
and check it and you will find I was one of the most con- 
servative individuals in the spending of taxpayers’ money 
during that 25-plus years. 

Now, as far as the term as President, let me indicate to 
you what we are doing and what we hope to achieve. 
First, about 6 months ago, I told the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget that we had to cut by 
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10 percent the redtape, the forms that people have to fill 
out when they deal with the Federal Government. And I 
am glad to report to you that I got information just a 
week or so ago that we have already achieved about 4 to 
5 percent of that cutback. And I have a deadline of July 1 
of this year that they—the departments, the agencies, the 
bureaus, and the commissions—better have achieved that 
record by July 1 of 1976 of a 10-percent cutback. If they 
don’t, there will be some action some of them won’t like. 
[Laughter] 


VICE-PRESIDENTIAL RUNNING MATE 


Q. Mr. President, have you made a decision on your 
running mate? 

THE Presment. No, I have not. I believe, and believe 
very sincerely, that we have a wealth of talent in the Re- 
publican Party, men in the Senate such as John Tower, 
men who are Governors—well, there are a number of 
them—members or individuals who were former public 
officials, who I think could fully qualify, could fully carry 
out the responsibilities of the office of Vice President. 

I think it is premature to make any decision on that 
important choice, and I can assure you we don’t lack good 
potential people for that important responsibility in our 
government. 


ADMINISTRATION EFFORTS TO CONTROL CRIME 


Q. Mr. President, I am a student at Angelo State Uni- 
versity and I would like to ask you what your administra- 
tion has done or what it plans to do to help control crime 
in the United States? 

Tue Preswent. The question is, what has this ad- 
ministration done in crime control in the United States? 

First, in 1975, I would say July, as I recall, I submitted 
a comprehensive crime control bill to the Congress of the 
United States. And let me just give you one of the par- 
ticular provisions that I recommended, which I followed 
up last week in the Drug Abuse Control message that I 
sent to the Congress. 

I recommended using this as an example—a mandatory 
3-year sentence for anybody who is convicted of trafficking 
in drugs, and for a second conviction a mandatory 6-year 
sentence for any conviction. 

Now, as I understand it, some newspaperman has writ- 
ten a story to the effect that what I submitted last week for 
the drug abuse control proposal was that under my pro- 
posal they could have a parole after 6 months. That is 
wrong. When I say mandatory sentence for 3 years, I 
mean 3 years, period, or 6 years, period. 

Another proposal that I recommended a year ago in 
the Crime Control message was that anybody carrying a 
gun who was convicted of committing a felony must also 
go to jail for a mandatory period of time, period. 

May I say parenthetically, while we are on the subject 
of guns, I am unalterably opposed to the registration of 


gun owners and the registration of guns. We must make 
certain that the person who uses a gun in the commission 
of a crime goes to jail and the individuals who collect or 
legally use guns are not inhibited by a bureaucracy from 
the Federal Government. 

There were a number of other provisions in the crime 
message that I submitted a year ago. Congress hasn’t acted 
on this legislation. I hope they will before they adjoum 
this year. 

But I am able to report to you that because we, I think, 
have created the right environment, because we have done 
some good things with what we call career criminal pro- 
grams such as in Houston and in Dallas and elsewhere 
throughout the country, we have reduced the rate of in- 
crease of crime in the country from 17 percent in 1974 
to 9 percent in 1975. But we are going to do better and 
better with the kind of endorsement, the kind of legisla- 
tion that I have recommended. 


EQUAL RIGHTS FOR WOMEN 


Q. Mr. President, I understand Mrs. Ford leans favor- 
ably toward the movement for women’s rights. We would 
like to hear your comments on where you stand concern- 
ing equal rights for women. 

THE Presment. When the issue was before the House 
of Representatives and I was still a Member, I voted for 
the proposed constitutional amendment so that it could 
be submitted to the 50 States for its approval or disap- 
proval. That is my record. I don’t try to hide it. When I 
do something I don’t believe it is fair to anybody to try 
and disguise it. I think it was the right thing to do then, 
and I think it is the right thing to do now. 


NATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE 


Q. Mr. President, one final question. 

There have been various bills proposed for national 
health insurance, and I would like to hear your adminis- 
tration’s policy on national health insurance. 

THE PRESIDENT. I see no national health insurance pro- 
gram that we can afford at this time. I see no national 
health insurance program that has been put together that 
would protect the patient-doctor relationship. I see no 
national health insurance program that can be imple- 
mented without expanding the bureaucracy unbelievably. 
I see no such program at the present time that anybody has 
submitted to me that I could, in good conscience, recom- 
mend to the Congress of the United States. 

One more question. If anybody else has one more ques- 
tion I will be glad to try and answer it. 


SOCIAL SECURITY 


Q. Mr. President, I want to know your stand on the 
social security, whether it is going to be extended through 
1978? 
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Tue PreswenT. Well, I recommended in the budget 
for fiscal year 1977, which runs into October 1 of 1977, 
that the social security recipients or beneficiaries ‘should 
get the full cost of living increase, and this year they will 
get a 6.3 percent increase, as I recollect—is it July 1 or 
October 1? I am not sure. But I have recommended the 
full cost of living increase for all social security recipients. 
[At this point, the President proceeded to the Exhibition Hall in 
the Abilene Civic Center where he continued the question-and- 
answer session with the overflow crowd.] 

THE Presiwent. It is really wonderful to be in Abi- 
lene, and I thank all of you, particularly for coming here 
and being so warm and responsive and hospitable. 

It has been a great 3 days in Texas and to have it 
climax by this wonderful welcome here in Abilene, I 
can’t thank you enough. 

I don’t know how many CB’ers there are here in the 
audience. Well, I was going to say First Mama gives 
you her very best—{laughter]|—and certainly wants to 
thank you. 

Now, I would be glad to take some questions. Have 
we got a microphone that could be used? If not, if some- 
body will stand up and ask a few questions I will be de- 
lighted to try and respond, but you have to have a loud 
voice because I can’t hear otherwise. [ Laughter | 

I understand there are some students here from 
Hardin-Simmons. You have got other fine educational 
institutions here. Anybody from McMurry? And, of 
course, Abilene Christian—I know there must be some. 

Now where is that first question? Over here? 


DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
JIMMY CARTER 


Q. What do you think of the basic difference be- 
tween Governor Carter and yourself? 

THE Preswent. Well, I know what my record is of 
25-plus years in the Congress and 20 months in the 
Presidency. I must say from what I have read and what 
I have heard and what I have heard other Democrats 
say, I am not sure that I know where he stands on most 
of the issues. [Laughter] 

So that being the case, I really can’t compare my 
record or my views or what we have tried to do when 
on the major issues that affect this country, both do- 
mestically and internationally, the Governor has not yet 
spelled out what he would do or how he would handle 
the problems either at home or abroad. 


PRESIDENT’S VIEW OF THE PRESIDENCY 
Q. What is it like to be President of the United 
States? 


Tue Preswent. Well, it is a great opportunity and 
a great challenge. It takes a lot of time, but it is an 


opportunity for someone to dedicate his life, in effect, 
to do what he thinks is best for 215 million Americans 
at home and abroad, and that is what it is like. 

It is not a 40-hour-a-week job, I can tell you that, 
but I love it and I want to have an opportunity to give 
this country leadership for the next 4 years. 


MANPOWER IN U.S. ARMED FORCES 


Q. Will we have selective service any more in the 
future? 

THE Preswent. I have recommended that we con- 
tinue with the all-volunteer military force. During my 
administration, we have achieved the necessary man- 
power requirements of the Army, the Navy, the Air 
Force, and Marines, without utilization of selective serv- 
ice or the draft. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff have asked for a manpower 
of 2,100,000, and we have gotten every one of them by 
the all-volunteer military recruitment program. 

Now, if I might, I would like to add a postscript to 
that. There are some who say that the Soviet Union has 
4 million men under arms and that we have 2,100,000, 
the inference being that if we were doing the right thing, 
we should go to 4 million men under arms. First, no 
responsible military officer in this country has recom- 
mended that we have 4 million men under arms. But let 
me add this: If we were to go to 4 million men, as some 
people are advocating or inferring, we would have to 
go back to selective service and the draft. I don’t think 
we want it, because we are doing all we have to do with 
2,100,000 men under arms at the present time. 


PRESIDENTS VETO RECORD 


Q. Would you tell us about your veto record? 

THE PRESIDENT. For the last 20 months, I have vetoed 
48 bills passed by the Congress. The Congress has sustained 
39 of those vetoes. And it has saved the taxpayers of this 
country $13 billion, because I vetoed those bills and we 
got 39 of them sustained. 

But let me add, as your good Senator knows, one in 
particular that I vetoed, they knew they would sustain. 
They haven’t brought it up to be sustained, but I am 
darned glad I vetoed the common situs picketing bill, as 
well. 


SECRETARY OF STATE KISSINGER’S TRIP TO AFRICA 


Q. Mr. President, would you tell us about the mission 
of Dr. Kissinger in Africa at the present time? 

THE PresIvENT. I can very directly give you what that 
mission is seeking to do. It is seeking to reaffirm what 
we have had from the birth of this country. And we, as a 
country, believe in self-determination. That is how we got 
our freedom—self-determination of the American people. 
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Number two, that mission is to make certain that we 
guarantee minority rights in the future in any country in 
Africa. 

Number three, he is there to make certain that the 
Cubans and the Soviet Union don’t move into any of 
those countries and dominate them. We believe Africa 
should solve African problems without the influence or 
the impact or the domination of any outside country, in- 
cluding Cuba and the Soviet Union. 


NATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE 


Q. In your next term for the next 4 years, would you 
recommend compulsory national health insurance for 
this country? 

Tue Present. I have seen no program that I would 
recommend to the Congress for compulsory national 
health insurance. 

Thank you all very, very much. It has been a great 
privilege and pleasure to be in Texas for 3 days, and 
to climax it with this superb and wonderful, hospitable, 
warm welcome here in Abilene. I thank you. 

May I express also—my wife, Betty, was in Texas 4 
days last week; my son, Jack, was here twice in Texas, on 
two occasions—the Ford family, Betty, Jack, Mike, Steve, 
and Susan and myself thank you very, very much. 

Senator Tower has just pointed out to me that all of 
these birthday cards here were made by the wonderful 
elementary school pupils in the Abilene school system. 
May I say to each and every one of them and to the 
faculty, thank you very, very much for this thoughtful- 
ness. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 5:52 p.m. at the Abilene Civic 
Center. 


Abilene, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to President Ford Committee 
Volunteers. April 30, 1976 


First, let me express my appreciation for Senator 
Tower’s wonderful support. He has been with me in the 
31% days that I have been in Texas and no one could have 
been stauncher, more steadfast, and more loyal; and more 
effective, I might add, because so many people in Texas 
respect John Tower, and for good reason. Thank you 
very, very much, John. 

I also want to thank each and every one of you who are 
working for the President Ford Committee. I know how 
much time it takes and how much effort it is, and I can’t 
express deeply enough my gratitude and appreciation. 

But, as Senator Tower said, if we win in Kansas City, 
I can be elected in November. I am the Republican 


candidate that can be elected and can carry through on 
the moderate conservative policies that we believe in. So 
that is why Texas is so important, that is why other States 
are so critical. 

So, I thank you for the efforts in getting the nomina- 
tion, which I think will be very influenced by the decision 
tomorrow. I want to represent the Republican Party and 
win for the Republican Party, and the philosophy that it 
stands for, and I can. And I believe no other Republican 
candidate can win. 

Let me tell you very quickly why I think we can win on 
the basis of policy and programs. You know that we have 
taken this economy when it was in the depths about a year 
ago and we brought it up so that we are now on the road 
to a healthy, continuous era of prosperity. I know that the 
women here particularly are affected by the cost of living 
increase. 

Think back to August of 1974. The cost of living was 
escalating at that time at the rate of 12 percent or better 
and in the month of March, in the month of February, 
and in the month of January this year, a 3-month period, 
we have cut the rate of inflation to under 3 percent. That 
is a 75 percent decrease or reduction in the rate of infla- 
tion in this country. 

I think that is a great achievement and we have done it 
because we have been strong in dealing with the Congress, 
vetoing 48 bills, getting 39 of them sustained, and saving 
$13 billion. That is the the kind of strong, effective, anti- 
inflationary program that we have undertaken. 

And you could take a look at the number of jobs. A year 
ago we were in the depths of a serious recession. In the 
meantime, in 12 months, because we had the right poli- 
cies, we have added 2,600,000 more jobs in America. We 
are now up at the highest rate of people gainfully em- 
ployed in this country, 86,700,000. 

But, I am not satisfied because there are too many peo- 
ple unemployed. We are doing well, but I want a situation 
in this country where everybody who wants a job and will 
look for a job can have a job. That is the kind of economy 
we want in America today. 

Now, let me make one comment that I think all of us 
who are dealing in the facts—and particularly those of us 
who have to go out and meet the comments made by my 
challenger or you who meet the individuals who are sup- 
porting my challenger—my challenger has raised the issue 
about whether or not our military capability was suff- 
cient. He is alleging that we are number two. 

First, that is totally inaccurate, but as to his credibility 
to make that charge, let me make this observation. On 
November 20 of last year, when he announced his candi- 
dacy in Washington, D.C., he was asked a question by one 
of the reporters at that press conference whether or not he 
could recommend a figure that would be adequate for our 
defense appropriations. It just happens that that answer 
is a matter of record, and here is what my opponent said. 
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“J didn’t say what I wanted to spend. You have me in a 
position in which the answer is very difficult because I 
think only when you are in that position of command do 
you have access to all of the information that is necessary 
for making that decision. Obviously, I am not in that 
position and do not have that information at this 
moment.” 

Then he went on following another question by a re- 
porter and said, “One has only to face the fact that there 
are facts not known to you which cannot be known to you 
because of classification, and this always must be kept in 
mind as a reservation about any opinion that you might 
render.” 

What, in effect, he is saying is he didn’t have enough in- 
formation to make a judgment or to make a recommenda- 
tion as to how much money we ought to have for the 
Army, the Navy, the Air Force, or Marines, and now, a 
few months later, he is saying we are not spending enough 
money, that our program is inadequate. 

I think this affects his credibility very seriously as to 
whether or not he can be an honest critic of the status of 
our defense program. So, I think we ought to say if you 
know what the facts are, you can be critical, and you can 
have a program, but he charges we are number two and 
admits himself he doesn’t have enough information to 
make a valid accusation. 

So, I say we are on the way because we have a good 
program, a program of strength for America, a program 
of success for our economy, and I believe as the momen- 
tum between now and 7:00 p.m. tomorrow night, we are 
going to surprise him, we are going to make this race one 
that we can win. 

Thank you very, very much. 

I thank all of you on behalf of Betty and Jack and Mike 
and Steve and Susan and myself for what you have done, 
and I am deeply grateful for the sacrifice and effort that 
each of you have made. We won’t let you down. I will 
make sure of that. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 7:12 p.m. at the Abilene Civic Center. 


Abilene, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to the Abilene Jaycees. 
April 30, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Mayor Hughes, and I will 
honor and treasure the privilege of being an honorary cit- 
izen of the great city of Abilene. I also am grateful for 
the fact that I am excused from paying any taxes. 
[Laughter] 

I wish I could show reciprocity to you. [Laughter] Al- 
though you are a Buick dealer and my name is Ford, I 


have a great, great interest in a prosperous and healthy 
automobile industry. As strongly as I feel the automobile 
industry is a great contributor to our economic well-being, 
I would respectfully suggest that 1976 is not a good year 
for all of you to trade in your Ford for another. [Laughter] 

I was telling Billy Taylor that a good many years ago 
I was an active member, a very devoted participant in the 
Jaycees in my home town of Grand Rapids, Michigan be- 
fore World War II and then 4 years later when I came 
back. 

It is nice to see you and good luck and God bless each 
and every one of you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 7:34 p.m. at the Abilene Civic 
Center. 


U.S. Ceramic Tableware Industry 
The President’s Memorandum for the Special 


Representative for Trade Negotiations. 


April 30, 1976 


Pursuant to Section 203(h)(3) of the Trade Act of 
1974, (P.L. 93-618, 88 Stat. 1978), I have determined 
the actions I will take with respect to the report of the 
United States International Trade Commission 
(USITC), dated March 31, 1976, concerning the results 
of its investigation of a petition for continuation of import 
relief filed by the American Dinnerware Emergency 
Committee. 

I have decided to extend the increased rates of duty 
currently in effect on imports of certain earthen dinner- 
ware, and certain other ceramic tableware provided for 
in items 923.01, 923.07pt. (that part related to item 
533.38), 923.13 and 923.15 of the TSUSA for one year. 
These temporary duty increases will subsequently be 
phased-down and will revert to trade agreement rates 
beginning May 1, 1979, unless terminated before that 
time. Escape action rates of duty on steins and mugs and 
certain other ceramic tableware, provided for in items 
923.03, 923.11, 923.05 and 923.07pt. respectively of the 
TSUSA, will revert to the trade agreement rates at the 
close of business April 30, 1976. I have determined that 
these actions are in the national interest of the United 
States. 

Since May 1, 1972, the U.S. earthenware industry has 
made substantial economic adjustments to import com- 
petition. Profit and productivity levels have increased. 
The labor force is more efficiently utilized and the indus- 
try is more automated. However this adjustment process is 
not yet complete. Additional capital improvements are 
needed to complete this process. 

The major product of the U.S. industry is earthen din- 
nerware. Many earthen dinnerware producers are located 
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in areas of economic depression and high unemployment. 
The immediate termination of all escape action duties on 
earthen dinnerware and certain other tableware that com- 
petes with earthen dinnerware would adversely affect the 
industry’s efforts to adjust to import competition and 
would be detrimental to our national employment policies. 

Since the purpose of escape action import relief is to 
provide temporary assistance to domestic producers to 
adjust to such competition, I am ending the tariff in- 
creases on those items that I determine to have adjusted 
to competition. 

Since the Kennedy Round of trade negotiations, when 
the U.S. Tariff schedules of earthen and china table and 
kitchen articles were last negotiated, duty rate disparities 
have resulted in tariff loopholes, and currency changes 
and inflation have made many of the categories in this 
schedule obsolete. 1 am directing you, therefore, as the 
Special Representative for Trade Negotiations, to review 
the classification and rates of duty on dinnerware and 
related articles (Schedule 5, Part 2, Subpart C of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States) to determine if 
changes are necessary to close tariff loopholes and change 
obsolete descriptions brought about by currency changes 
and inflation, and to enter into negotiations to make any 
changes you consider necessary. 

This determination is to be published in the Federal 
Register. 

GERALD R. Forp 


NOTE: The President’s memorandum is printed in the Federal Regis- 
ter of Tuesday, May 4, 1976. 


Kates of Duty on 
Ceramic Tableware 


Proclamation 4436. April 30, 1976 


EXTENSION AND MOopIFICATION OF CERTAIN INCREASED 
Rates oF Duty on CERAMIC TABLEWARE 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


1. Pursuant to the authority vested in him by the Con- 
stitution and the statutes, including section 350(a) (1) 
(B) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1351(a)(1)(B)); and sections 201 (a) (2), 302(a) (2) 
and (3), and 351(a) of the Trade Expansion Act of 
1962 (19 U.S.C. 1821(a)(2), 19 U.S.C. 1902(a) (2) 
and 19 U.S.C. 1902(a) (3), and 19 U.S.C. 1981(a)); 
and in accordance with Article XIX of the General Agree- 
ment on Tariffs and Trade (61 Stat. (pt.5) A58; 8 UST 
(pt. 2) 1786) (hereinafter referred to as “the GATT”), 
the President, by Proclamation No. 4125 of April 22, 
1972 (86 Stat. 1624), proclaimed, effective on and after 


May 1, 1972, and until the close of business April 30, 
1976, or until the President otherwise earlier proclaimed, 
increased duties on imports of certain. types of ceramic 
tableware defined in items 923.01 through 923.15, inclu- 
sive, in Subpart A of Part 2 of the Appendix to the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (hereinafter referred to 
as “the TSUS”) ; 

2. Having taken into account advice received from the 
International Trade Commission on March 31, 1976, 
pursuant to section 203(i) of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 
U.S.C. 2253(i)) (hereinafter referred to as “the Trade 
Act’’), and the considerations described in section 202(c) 
of the Trade Act (19 U.S.C. 2252(c)), I have deter- 
mined, pursuant to section 203(h) (3) of the Trade Act 
(19 U.S.C. 2253(h) (3) ), that it is in the national inter- 
est to extend and modify in stages, as hereinafter pro- 
claimed, the increased rates of duty currently in effect on 
imports of some of the articles of ceramic tableware now 
provided for in items 923.01, 923.07, 923.13, and 923.15 
of the TSUS. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, acting under the authority 
vested in me by the Constitution and the statutes, includ- 
ing section 203(h) (3) of the Trade Act, and in accord- 
ance with Article XIX of the GATT, do proclaim that— 

(1) The modified tariff concessions on ceramic table- 
ware provided for in items 533.28, 533.38, 533.73, and 
533.75 in Part I of Schedule XX to the GATT are further 
modified as set forth in the annex to this proclamation 
and in paragraph 3 hereof ; 

(2) In Subpart A of Part 2 of the Appendix to the 
TSUS, headnote 1 thereof and the provisions of items 
923.01 through 923.15, inclusive, are modified as set 
forth in the annex to this proclamation and in paragraph 3 
hereof; 

(3) The rates of duty in column numbered 1 of the 
annex hereto for articles provided for in items 923.01, 
923.07, 923.13 and 923.15 are modified to read as follows: 





Rate of duty effective on and after— 








Item May 1, 1976 May 1, 1977 May 1, 1978 

923.01 10¢ per dozen 8.5¢ per dozen 7¢ per dozen 
pieces +21% pieces +17.5% pieces + 14% 
ad val. ad val. ad val. 

923.07 10¢ per dozen 8.5¢ per dozen 7¢ per dozen 
pieces +21% pieces +17.5% pieces + 14% 
ad val. ad val. ad val. 

923.13 10¢ per dozen 8.5¢ per dozen 7¢ per dozen 
pieces +48% pieces +39.5% pieces +31% 
ad val. ad val. ad val. 

923.15 10¢ per dozen 8.5¢ per dozen 7¢ per dozen 
pieces +55% pieces +47% pieces +38.5% 
ad val. ad val. ad val. 





(4) The modifications of Part I of Schedule XX to the 


GATT and of the Appendix to the TSUS made by para- 
graphs (1), (2), (3) and the Appendix hereto, shall be 
effective as to articles entered, or withdrawn from ware- 
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house, for consumption on and after May 1, 1976, and 
before the close of business April 30, 1979. 

In Witness Wuereor, I have hereunto set my hand 
this 30th day of April in the year of our Lord nineteen 
hundred and seventy-six, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundredth. 

GerALp R. Forp 
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 4:45 p.m., 
April 30, 1976] 


note: The annex attached to and made a part of the proclamation 
is printed in the Federal Register of Tuesday, May 4, 1976: 


U.S. Stainless Steel Table 
Flatware Industry 


The President’s Memorandum for the Special 
Representative for Trade Negotiations. 


April 30, 1976 


Pursuant to Section 202(b)(1) of the Trade Act of 
1974 (P.L. 93-618, 88 Stat. 1978), I have determined 
the action I will take with respect to the report of the 
United States International Trade Commission (USITC) 
dated March 1, 1976, concerning the results of its inves- 
tigation of a petition for import relief filed by the Stain- 
less Steel Flatware Manufacturers Association. 

I have determined that expedited adjustment assist- 
ance is the most effective remedy for the injury suffered 
by the domestic stainless steel flatware industry and its 
employees. I have determined that provision of import 
relief is not in the national economic interest of the United 
States. 

The stainless steel flatware industry is currently receiv- 
ing special import protection in the form of five-year tariff 
rate quota, which went into effect in 1971. Prior thereto, 
the industry received escape clause tariff protection from 
1959 to 1967. The purpose of such special measures is to 
increase the amount of protection for a limited period 
during which the domestic industry is to make adjust- 
ments necessary to compete successfully with imports. ‘The 
present tariff rate quota will remain in effect through 
September 30, 1976. 

Under the existing level of special protection, some 
firms have made adjustments enabling them to meet for- 
eign competition and one of the two largest producers 
Opposes continuation of special protection. While certain 
others among the companies that requested greater tariff 
relief have shown low profits or losses, they account for a 
much smaller share of the industry’s total output and em- 
ployment. Additional import relief would thus give unnec- 
essary protection to firms that account for a large part of 
domestic output. Adjustment assistance, on the other 
hand, will focus on the specific problems of individual 


firms and groups of workers that need help, without in- 
creasing the burden on restaurants, households, and other 
users. 

New import restraints would also have exposed U.S. 
industry and agriculture to claims for compensatory im- 
port concessions or retaliation against U.S. exports to the 
detriment of American jobs and exports. 

With regard to the effort of import restraints on the 
international economic interests of the United States, 
which I am required to consider under the Trade Act of 
1974, I have concluded that such restraints would be con- 
trary to the U.S. policy of promoting the development of 
an open, nondiscriminatory and fair world economic sys- 
tem which would, in turn, promote domestic growth and 
full employment. 

I have directed the Secretaries of Commerce and Labor 
to give expeditious consideration to any petitions for ad- 
justment assistance filed by firms producing stainless steel 
flatware articles on which the USITC found injury, by 
communities impacted by imports of such articles, and by 
their workers. 

This determination is to be published in the Federal 
Register. 

GeRALD R. Forp 


NOTE: The President’s memorandum is printed in the Federal Regis- 
ter of Tuesday, May 4, 1976. 


U.S. Stainless Steel Table 
Flatware Industry 


The President’s Message to the Congress Setting Forth 
the Reasons for his Determination To Provide 
Adjustment Assistance to the Industry. 

April 30, 1976 


To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by Section 203(b) (2) of the Trade Act of 
1974, I am transmitting this report to the Congress set- 
ting forth my determination to provide adjustment as- 
sistance to the U.S. stainless steel table flatware industry 
producing flatware covered by the affirmative finding of 
March 1, 1976 of the United States International Trade 
Commission (USITC) under section 201(d)(1) of the 
Trade Act. As my decision does not provide import relief 
to that industry, I am setting forth both the reasons why 
I have determined that import relief is not in the national 
economic interest and other actions I am taking to help 
the flatware industry, workers, and communities. 

I have decided, considering the interests of both the 
American consumers and producers, that expedited ad- 
justment assistance is the most effective remedy for the 
injury to the U.S. stainless steel table flatware industry 
and its employees as a result of imports. 
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My decision was based upon my evaluation of the na- 
tional economic interest. A remedy involving import re- 
straints would have resulted in higher prices for American 
consumers at a time when lowering the rate of inflation 
is essential. 

Import restraints would also have exposed industria] 
and agricultural trade to compensatory import concessions 
or retaliation against U.S. exports. This would have been 
detrimental to American jobs and damaged U.S. exports. 

Adjustment assistance can benefit the smaller enter- 
prises which have been seriously injured. Import relief 
would disproportionately benefit firms which produce a 
substantial part of domestic output, and which are able 
to compete with imports. 

Adjustment assistance is consistent with the President’s 
efforts to control inflation, including costs to all consum- 
ers, which import restrictions would raise. 


In considering the effect of import restraints on the in- 
ternational economic interests of the United States, as re- 
quired by the Trade Act of 1974, I have concluded that 
such restraints would be contrary to the U.S. policy of 
promoting the development of an open, nondiscrimina- 
tory and fair world economic system. The goal of this 
policy is to expand domestic employment and living stand- 
ards through increased economic efficiency. 

I have directed the Secretaries of Commerce and Labor 
to give expeditious consideration to any petitions for ad- 
justment assistance filed by stainless steel flatware firms 
producing articles covered by the USITC report, and their 
workers, and communities. 


GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
April 30, 1976. 


United States Sinai 
Support Mission 


The President’s Message to the Congress Transmitting 
the First Report of the Mission. April 30, 1976 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I am transmitting herewith the First Report of the 
United States Sinai Support Mission. The Report de- 
scribes the manner in which the Support Mission is carry- 
ing out its mandate to implement the United States’ re- 
sponsibility for the early warning system in the Sinai, as 
specified in the Basic Agreement between Egypt and Is- 
rael of September 4, 1975, and the Annex to the Basic 
Agreement. This Report is provided to the Congress in 
conformity with Public Law 94—110 of October 13, 1975. 

The Report includes an account of American partici- 
pation in the establishment of the Sinai early warning 


system during the first six months following the enabling 
legislation, a report on the current status of the early 
warning system, and a discussion of the actions now under 
way which will permit the Sinai Support Mission to con. 
clude its construction and installation phase by early sum- 
mer. When this preparatory period has been completed 
and we have had an opportunity to observe the ongoing 
operations of the early warning system, we will be better 
able to assess the feasibility of making technological or 
other changes that could lead to a reduction in the num- 
ber of American civilians assigned. 

As you know, the functions which the American vol- 
unteers are performing were requested by the Govern- 
ments of Egypt and Israel. We have accepted responsi- 
bility for these functions, with the concurrence of both 
Houses of the Congress, because we believe the United 
States has an important stake in a stable Middle East. 

The early warning system in the Sinai is an important 
investment in peace. It helps support the Basic Agree- 
ment between Egypt and Israel which represents a signifi- 
cant step toward an overall settlement. Continuing 
presence of the system provides in itself an important 
contribution to stability in the area and to the creation of 
a climate of confidence so necessary for further progress 
toward a just and durable peace. 

GrrALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
April 30, 1976. 


NOTE: The report is entitled “Report to the Congress, SSM, United 
States Sinai Support Mission, April 13, 1976.” 


Traffic in Heroin and Other 
Narcotic Drugs 


The President’s Letter to the Speaker of the House and 
to the President of the Senate Transmitting the 
Proposed Narcotic Sentencing and Seizure Act of 1976. 
April 30, 1976 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President: ) 

There is transmitted herewith a bill containing the 
Administration’s proposals for increasing the effectiveness 
of the criminal justice system in protecting the American 
people from trafficking in heroin and other narcotic drugs. 

This legislation, which implements the recommenda- 
tions contained in my special message to the Congress 
on drug abuse, would, if enacted, improve our ability to 
put the traffickers of hard drugs into prison. It would also 
improve our ability to take the easy profits out of drug 
trafficking as well as our capacity to detect and apprehend 
drug smugglers. 

Considering the terrible toll that narcotic addiction 
takes, it is a matter of high priority that our laws be made 
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more effective in curbing the narcotic traffic. If the law 
does not act as a deterrent, the risk of arrest and seizures 
becomes merely a cost of doing business for the narcotic 
traffickers. Unless there exists a reasonable certainty of 
punishment after conviction, traffickers have little reason 
to get out of the trafficking business. I therefore respect- 
fully urge that these proposals receive consideration this 
session. 
Sincerely, 

GerALpD R. Forp 
nore: This is the text of identical letters addressed to the Honorable 
Carl Albert, Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to the 
Honorable Nelson A. Rockefeller, President of the Senate. 


A section-by-section analysis and a copy of the draft bill were 
also included with the release. 


Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointments requiring Senate approval are not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 

April 22 

The President left Washington late in the afternoon for 
a trip to Indiana and Georgia. Following his arrival at 
Weir-Cook Field, Indianapolis, Ind., the President was 
interviewed by Diane Brandt and Howard Caldwell of 
WRTV-TV at the television studio in Indianapolis. 

Following a question-and-answer session at Butler Uni- 
versity later that evening, the President was interviewed by 
WTHR-TV anchorman Paul Udell, at Holcomb Garden 
House at Butler University. 


Following the interview, the President attended a recep- 
tion for Butler University students and staff at the 
Holcomb Garden House. 

April 23 

The President returned to the White House late in the 
evening from his trip to Indiana and Georgia. 
April 24 

The President today declared a major disaster for the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands as a result of Ty- 
phoon Marie, beginning about April 7, which caused 
extensive public, private, and agricultural property dam- 
age. The President’s action will permit the use of Federal 


funds in relief and recovery efforts in designated areas of 
the Territory. 
April 26 

The President today announced the appointment of 
Frank G. Cooley, of Meeker, Colo., as Representative of 
the United States to the Arkansas River Compact 
Administration. 

The President has accepted the following resignations: 
Epwarp E. JoHNson as High Commissioner of the Trust Territory 

of the Pacific Islands, effective July 1, 1976; and 
Jean M. Wiixowski1 as Ambassador to Zambia, effective upon a 
date to be determined. 

Ambassador Marquita M. Maytag met with the Presi- 
dent at the White House prior to assuming her post as 
U.S. Ambassador to Nepal. 

The President was interviewed in the Oval Office by 
anchorman Gene Lively, of KMOL-—TV, San Antonio, 
Tex. 

The President transmitted the following reports to the 
Congress : 

The Twentieth Annual Report of the President of the United 
States on the Trade Agreements Program—1975; 

The Annual Report to the Congress on Upland Cotton: 1974 
Program; 

The 1975 Annual Report of the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development; and, 

The Sixth Annual Report on Government Services to Rural America. 

Early in the evening, the President hosted a reception 
for Midwestern State Republican chairmen. 

April 27 

The President met at the White House with Ambas- 
sador L. Dean Brown to discuss the situation in Lebanon. 

The President transmitted the following reports to the 
Congress: The Annual Report of the Administrator, Na- 
tional Credit Union Administration, for the calendar year 
1975; and, the first Annual Report of the United States 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Early in the afternoon, the President left the White 
House for a trip to Louisiana and Texas. 

April 30 

While in Dallas, Tex., the President was interviewed 
by Dick Benedict, NBC, Rusty Jones, KMCC-—TV, and 
Jay Harris, the Avalanche Journal. The interviewers are 
stationed in Lubbock, Tex., but due to the President’s 
time schedule, the interview was held in Dallas. 

The White House announced that Vice President Nel- 
son A. Rockefeller will visit the Federal Republic of Ger- 
many on May 14~—15, as the personal representative of 
the President in official German ceremonies commemorat- 
ing the American Bicentennial. In connection with his 
trip to Germany, the President has asked the Vice Presi- 
dent to visit West Berlin. 
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ACTS APPROVED BY 

THE PRESIDENT 

NOTE: No acts approved by the President 
were received by the Office of the Federal 
Register during the period covered by this 
issue. 





NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 


The following list does not include promo- 
tions of members of the Uniformed Services, 
nominations to the Service Academies, or 
nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted April 26, 1976 


Francis E. MEtoy, Jr., of the District of Co- 
lumbia, a Foreign Service Officer of the 
Class of Career Minister, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic 
of Lebanon. 

JoHN H. REED, of Maine, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic 
of Sri Lanka, and to serve concurrently 
and without additional compensation as 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the 
Republic of Maldives. 

LAUGHLIN E. Waters, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the Cen- 
tral District of California, vice Jesse W. 
Curtis, retired. 

RicHarp A. REvELL, of Kentucky, to be 
United States District Judge for the West- 
ern District of Kentucky, vice James F. 
Gordon, retired. 

Frank S. Spies, of Michigan, to be United 
States Attorney for the Western District of 
Michigan for the term 4 years, vice John P. 
Milanowski, resigned. 

Bruce R. MontTcomery, of Tennessee, to be 
United States Marshal for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of Tennessee for the term of 4 years, 
vice Leon B. Sutton, Jr., resigned. 

JoHN CONYERS REapD, of Virginia, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of Labor, vice Paul J. 
Fasser, Jr., resigned. 

E. HENRY KNOCHE, of Virginia, to be Deputy 
Director of Central Intelligence, vice Lieu- 
tenant General Vernon Anthony Walters, 
United States Army. 

Davin M. Litty, of Minnesota, to be a Mem- 
ber of the Board of Governors of the Fed- 
eral Reserve System for the unexpired term 
of 14 years from February 1, 1964, vice 
Robert C. Holland, resigned. 

BRIGADIER GENERAL ELVIN RAGNVALD HEIBERG, 
III, Corps of Engineers, to be a member of 
the Mississippi River Commission under 
the provisions of Section 2 of the Act of 
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NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE—Continued 


Submitted April 26, 1976—Continued 
Congress approved 28 June 1879 (21 Stat. 
37) (33 U.S.C. 642), vice Brigadier General 
Wayne S. Nichols, retired. 


The following-named persons to be members 
of the National Commission on Libraries 
and Information Science for the terms 
indicated: 

For the remainder of the term expiring 
July 19, 1977: 
RaLPH A. RENICK, of Florida, vice Harold 
C. Crotty, resigned. 
For terms expiring July 19, 1980: 
FREDERICK H. BURKHARDT, Of Vermont 
(reappointment) . 
MARIAN POLLENSKY LEITH, of North Caro- 
lina, vice W. O. Baker, term expired. 
MILDRED E. YOUNGER, of California, vice 
Leslie W. Dunlap, term expired. 

The following-named persons to be members 
of the Board of Directors of the National 
Institute of Building Sciences for the 
terms indicated commencing on the date 
of incorporation: (new positions) . 

For a term of 1 year: 
RoseErRT J. BRUNGRABER, Of Pennsylvania 
Leo J. Cantor, of Virginia 
JopiE R. JOHNSON, of Mississippi 
JosEPH H. NEwman, of New Jersey 
CHARLES H. PILuarD, of Maryland 
Rosert F. Scumirt, of Ohio 

For a term of 2 years: 
WILLIAM F. FtLoyp, III, of Georgia 
Jasper S. HAWKINS, of California 
Warner Howe, of Tennessee 
CHARLENE F. SrzEMORE, of West Virginia 
S. PETER VOLPE, of Massachusetts 
JEREMIAH T. WALSH, of New York 

For a term of 3 years: 
O. M. Maper, cf Pennsylvania 
RosBeErRT A. GEORGINE, of Maryland 
Ruparp A. JONEs, of Illinois 
Davin S. Miter, of Ohio 
GLEN R. SwENson, of Utah 
HERBERT H. SWINBURNE, of Pennsylvania 

JAMEs R. Cooper, of Georgia, to be a member 
of the Board of Parole for the remainder of 
the term expiring September 30, 1978, vice 
Thomas R. Holsclaw, deceased. 

RALPH B. Guy, JRr., of Michigan, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of Michigan, vice Frederick W. Kaess, 
retired. 


Submitted April 27, 1976 

RonaLp G. COLEMAN, of Virginia, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior, vice 
Royston C. Hughes. 
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CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES 

The following releases of the Office of the 
White House Press Secretary, distributed dur. 
ing the period covered by this issue, are not 
included in the issue. 


Released April 22, 1976 

Advance text: remarks at a public forum at 
Butler University’s Hinkle Fieldhouse in 
Indianapolis, Ind. 


Released April 23, 1976 

Advance text: remarks at a public forum at 
the Vanderburgh County Auditorium and 
Convention Center in Evansville, Ind. 

Advance text: remarks at the annual church 
service of the Atlanta Chapter of the Mili- 
tary Order of World Wars at the Peachtree 
Presbyterian Church in Atlanta, Ga. 


Released April 26, 1976 

Advance text: remarks to the 64th annual 
National Chamber of Commerce convention 

Fact sheet: on the President’s request to 
Congress for 1976 supplemental appropria- 
tions and amendments to the 1977 appro- 
priations requested in the 1977 budget for 
the Department of Defense—Military 


Released April 27, 1976 

News conference: on the President’s meeting 
with the Republican congressional leader- 
ship to discuss the authorization and ap- 
propriations legislation on foreign assist- 
ance and the Federal Election Commission 
Act—by Senator Hugh Scott and Repre- 
sentative Robert H. Michel 

Fact sheet: on the President’s message to 
Congress on drug abuse 


Released April 28, 1976 

Advance text: remarks to the Fort Worth- 
Tarrant County Bar Association at the Tar- 
rant County Convention Center in Fort 
Worth, Tex. 

Advance text: remarks at Tyler Junior Col- 
lege in Tyler, Tex. 

Advance text: remarks to Texas builders and 
contractors associations at the Hyatt Re- 
gency Hotel in Houston, Tex. 


Released April 30, 1976 

Advance text: remarks at the Abilene Jay- 
cees’ special Happy Birthday USA celebra- 
tion at the Abilene Civic Center in Abilene, 
Tex. 
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